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— 
ibers can have their Volumes bound at the Office— 


ol 28. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 

Ml letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ 
Journal” must be authenticated by the name of the 
writer. The Editor cannot undertake to return MSS. 
forwarded to him. 

ASHEET ALMANACK for 1878 will be issued next 

week as @ supplement to the Soxicrrors’ JovrnaL and 

Weex1y Rerorter. 
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The Solicitors’ Fournal. 


LONDON, DECEMBER 15, 1877. 


Motes for the Lnsuing Wieck. 


, 21.—Michae'mas Sittings end. 
Dec. 21 and 22.—Chief Judge in Bankruptcy will sit to hear appea's. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


We are inrormep that the Lord Chancellor has 
inted a committee of the judges to consider the 
question of the business in judges’ chambers. ‘Two 
meetings of the committee have already been held, and 
itis understood that very extensive changes are in con- 


templation. 





Tax nErorts which have been circulated about the 
speedy appointment of three new judges of the Commcu 
law Divisions must have proceeded on the assump- 
tion that it was competent for her Majesty at her plea- 
gure to increase the Judicial Bench without consulting 
the Legislature. It is hardly necessary to point out that 
no additional judges of the High Court can be 
appointed until either Parliament has passed a 
measure authorizing their appointment,or two of 
the paid judges of the Privy Council have died or 
resigned, and an address has been presented to her 
Majesty by both Houses of Parliament, representing that 
the state of business in the High Court is such as to 
require the appointment of an additional judge (Appel- 
late Jurisdiction Act, section 18). In very early times 
it seems to have been the practice to vary the number of 
the judges from time to time in accordance with the 
requirements of business or the caprice of the 
sovereign ; but in the reign of Henry VIII. the number 
of four judges in each of the three common law 
courts seems to have been established (see Foss’s 
Judges, p. ix.), and this number continued with little 
change till the reign of William IV. By the statute 11 
Geo. 4, and 1 Will. 4, c. 70, provision was made for the 
appointment of one additional judge to each of these 
three courts, and fifteen thenceforth continued the 
number until the Act of 1868, which authorized her 
Majesty to appoint an additional puisne judge to each 
of the courts of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and 
Exchequer in England. The Appellate Jurisdiction Act 
of 1876, which authorized the transfer of three puisne 
judges to the Court of Appeal, expressly enacted that 
“the vacancies so created in the High Court of Justice 
shall not be filled up except in the event and to the 
extent” above mentioned. 





We DREW ATTENTION some time ago to the manifold 
discomforts suffered by witnesses in Mr. Justice Fry’s 
court, and suggested that perhaps a wealthy Inn of 
Court might, without unduly trenching on its resources, 
afford its judicial tenant a “cabman’s shelter” outside 
his court. We are still unable to see why witnesses.are 


tion that we have hitherto been in gross darkness as 


regards one t purpose served by arrangements 
which not only drive witnesses out in the rain and 
cold, but also subject to discomfort parties to pend- 
ing causes who cannot find room in the court. We now 
see that affliction subdues the unruly passions of the 
litigant; cold rain damps his ardour, and the sylvan 
chilliness of the Lincoln’s-inn-gardens suggests to his 
mind peaceful thoughts towards his brother man, while 
it brings to his imagination visions of success in litigation 
dearly bought by a rheumatic old age. In a case of 
Dolman v. Danson, which was in Mr. Justice Fry’s 
paper on Wednesday, counsel announced that the case 
was expected to have occupied much time ; but, ‘‘ owing 
in great part to the structural difficulties of the court,” 
the parties had met in Lincoln’s-inn-gardens, renewed 
their former friendship, and settled the matter in dis- 
pute. 





Tue issvz of the Ottoman Defence Loan, 1877, may 

eventually give rise to some rather curious questions. Part- 
of the Egyptian tribute is assigned as security for the 

loan. It appears that this tribute has been thrice 

pledged, in different portions, first in 1854, secondly in: 
1855, and thirdly in 1871. The dealings with it in 1855 

are a matter of Imperial concern. In that year the 

House of Commons was prevailed upon with difficulty 

(for the resolution on the subject only passed by a 

majority of three) to ratify a convention between Eng- 

land and France on the one side, and Turkey on the 
other, for the guarantee of the interest at four per cent. 
upon a loan of five millions. The Act, 18 & 19 Vict. c. 

99, provided, after reciting the convention, that it should 
be lawful for her Majesty, and she was thereby 

authorized, to guarantee, ,ointly with his Majesty the 
Emperor of the French and severally, the interest on 

the loan “upon the terms .nd conditions set forth in the 

said convention.” The second article of the convention 
provides that ‘‘ there shall be paid by the Sublime Porte 
the rate of one per cent. per annum ” on the whole capital 
by way of sinking fund. The third article provides that 
“the interest and sinking fund shall form a charge on the 
whole revenues of the Ottoman Empire, and specially 
on the annual amount of the tribute of Egypt which 
remains over and above the part thereof appropriated to 
the first loan [of 1854], and moreover on the customs of 
Smyrna and Syria.” In 1871 a further loan of more 
than five millions was raised, and we learn from the 
Stock Exchange Year Book that this loan is secured upon 
“ that portion of the Egyptian tribute not appropriated 
to the 1854 and 1855 loans.” It is stated, however, 
that recently “ the representatives of the bondholders of 
the loans of 1854 and 1871 have released such part of 
the Egyptian tribute as is assigned as security for the 
loan of 1877.” It does not appear what power the 
“representatives of the bondholders” have to bind 
dissentient bondholders, nor is it plain whether or not 
the released portion of the tribute, such as it is, be- 
coming detached from its original appropriation to the 
‘‘ first loan” now enures for the benefit of the bond- 
holders of the guaranteed loan of 1855, and of the 
British and French Treasuries. On the whole, we think 
that it does not; but the point is by no means clear, 
and, to add to its obscurity, the solation of it depends 
upon Turkish, not upon English, law (see Smith 
v. Weguelin, L. RB. 8 Eq. 198). We may add 
that the amount outstanding on the guaranteed loan s 
stated to be £3,714,400, and the Stock Exchange Year 
Book is an authority for the fact that “bonds to 
the amount of £97,600 were drawn for re-payment in 
August, 1876, and £101,300 in 1877, but they have not 
been met.” “The interest is, however, regularly paid 
on these overdue bonds"’—we presume by the Turkish 
Government. But the failure to meet the drawings seems 
to point to a failure to remit the sinking fund in.accond- 
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only a terminable loan which Parliament sanctioned in 
1855, grave questions may arise at some future day as 
to how far the guarantee continues good inlaw. The 
obligation of the French Government, it will have been 
observed, is joint only, whereas that of the English 
Government is joint and several. 





A rteM oF soxicrrors write to the Times to complain 
of the practice adopted at Somerset House of super- 
stamping bills of exchange partially filled up. ey 
state that they have received a letter from the Assistant- 
Secretary of the Inland Revenue, in which he says, “I 
am to explain that although an executed bill of exchange 
cannot be stamped after execution, the board have no 
power to refuse to stamp forms of bills not bearing the 
drawer’s signature, even if acceptances are written 
thereon.” That is to say the Inland Revenue officials 
read the provision that “except as aforesaid, no bill of 
exchange shall be stamped with an impressed stamp after 
the execution thereof’’ as referring to completed execu- 
tion; hence, as a bill is not complete without the drawer’s 
signature, although the acceptor may have signed in 
blank, and there are several indorsements on the back, 
the bill may be superstamped. Whether the officials are 
right or wrong in this contention, the practice obviously 
opens the door to fraud, and some alteration shall be 
made by the Legislature next session. 





Tue rire at Vice-Chancellor Bacon’s chambers, in 
New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, on Thursday, threatened at 
one time to assume serious dimensions, but was happily 
suppressed before very much mischief was done. It 
appears to have originated in a room in the basement 
where old papers were kept, and it is conjectured that it 
had been smouldering for some time. We are glad to 
learn that no papers have been destroyed which cannot 
be replaced. ; 








At a council of the benchers of Lincoln’s-inn, held on 
Tuesday last, Mr. John Nicholson, the assistant librarian 
of the Inn, was unanimously elected to the office of 
librarian, in succession to the late Mr. Spilsbury. To 
those of our readers who are members of the Inn the 
announcement will afford unqualified pleasure; there 
are few of them who have not benefited by the unwearied 
attention, courtesy, and ability of the new librarian ; 
and his appointment is a happy augury of the con- 
tinued usefulness to the profession of this important 
library. 

In 8 case of Ottaway v. Hamilton, tried on Tuesday by 
Mr. Justice Denman, without a jury, which was an action 
to recover certain costs incurred by the defendant’s wife, 
for whom the plaintiff had acted as solicitor in proceedings 
taken in the Divorce Court, in which the defendant was 
respondent, counsel for the defendant maintained that a 
divorce was not necessary, but must be considered as a 
luxury. The learned judge appointed a day for the farther 
consideration of the case. 


The Central Law Journal says that an extraordinary 
trial is in progress in Maryland. Two of the ju of that 
state, Judge Grayson, of the supreme court, and Yellott, of 
the third judicial district, are being tried on indict- 
ments found against them in May last. The charges are 
malfeasance in office, the alleged malfeasance being the 
abrupt adjournment of the session of the grand jury while 
they were ed in trying to discover what had become 
of ky te . Of the county’s money which bad been 
realized from the sale of an almshouse ; and also what the 
expenses were in removed court cases. In addition to this 
Judge Yellott is charged with being intoxicated upon the 

The trials have attracted attention; the ablest 
| erttcnd in the state being en in the prosecution and 
lence, 


‘and that it was a well-known fact that, in the sale 








MR. OCTAVIUS LILBURNE HILLS, 


We announce in our obituary column this week an event 
which has brought sorrow to a wide circle of friends, 
Mr. Octavius Lilburne Hills had won a high 

in a position where, to win such a reputation, requires 
sterling qualities both of intellect and character. Aga 
member of a London solicitor’s house, he was co 

alike for the energy with which he devoted himself to 
the work of his profession and for his success in 

the confidence and. esteem of those with whom he wag 
brought into contact. He took an active interest in the 
affairs of the profession, and the columns of this journal 
have been indebted to his lucid and vigorous pen, 

But his interests were far from being limited by the 
horizon of his profession. He was ever ready to take 
part in every good and useful work. One of the move. 
ments to which he devoted no small time and labour was 
the Free and Open Church Association, of which for 
several years he was treasurer, and to the success of 
which his unwearied exertions largely contributed, It 
can hardly be doubted, indeed, that in his zeal to serve 
his generation by taking part in charitable and public 
work, Mr. Hills overtaxed a constitution not naturally 
strong. For several years past he had been compelled 
to spend the winter abroad. His ‘‘ winter's. exile,” as 
he termed it in a communication to this journal in the 
early part of the present year from Algiers, was a 
source of deep regret to his friends, who were only re- 
conciled to it by the hope that Mr. Hills’ health might 
thereby ultimately be re-established; but these hopes 
were disappointed. He gradually declined, and died at 
Worthing on Saturday last at the age of thirty-nine years, 

Of the incidents of Mr. Hills’ life there is little to 
tell. He was the son of the late Captain John Hills, 
R.N., and was articled to Mr. Ravenscroft. He 
his examination with honours; was admitted in 1859, 
and shortly afterwards took the position he held to his 
death of a partner in the firm of Ravenscroft, Hills, & 
Woodward. 
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THE TEST OF UNLAWFUL ADULTERATION. 


Tus case of Webb v. Knight (26 W. R, 14, L,R.2 
Q. B. D. 530) very forcibly illustrates the difi- 
culties that lie in the way of any attempt to pre- 





vent the adulteration of commodities by legislative 


enactment. In that case an information was laid 
against the appellant, a publican, for selling gin 
contrary to the provisions of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875. That Act provides that no person 
shall sell to the prejudice of the purchaser any article 
of food or any drug which is not of the nature, sub- 
stance, and quality of the article demanded by such 
purchaser, under a penalty. A person asked for a pint 
of gin at the appellant’s premises. The appellant said 
that he had gin at 2s. and Is. 4d. per pint. The 
purchaser bought a pint at the latter price. 
analysis the gin was found to contain 43°15 per cent. 
of water ; that is, it was 43°15 percent. below proof. The 
court upheld the conviction, but not without difficulty. 
The difficulty arose in this way. It was proved om 
behalf of the appellant that when he bought the-gin of 
the distillers it was 17 under proof, and that it was 
the custom of the trade in the district to purchase git 
at degrees varying from 17 to 22 degrees under proof, 
and that the prices at which gin was usually sold in the 
district were for best gin 2s., and for common gin 1s. 4d, 
and as low as Is. It was contended that the sale could 
not be to the prejudice of the purchaser, as he | 
selected a low-priced gin, and that he got his value ! 
genuine spirit diluted only by the addition of 
to accommodate the purchaser in the price to be 


« 


a 


gin, the custom of the trade was that pure gin was 
article not sold for consumption in licensed houses, 
that there was no standard of alcoholic strength retailers 
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e required to sell,- The court solved the difficulty 
holding that whether the mixture in question was 
hat a purchaser, buying gin without any further 

cription, would reasonably expect to receive was a 
“question of fact for the magistrate, and that there was 
" gufficient evidence of the contrary to support the con- 
_ yiction. 

_ The difficulty that here arose was one that underlies 
the whole subject of adulteration, and is not confined 
togin only. Certain kinds of adulteration present no 
difficulty. Ifa grocer sands his sugar there could not 
be much hesitation in coming to the conclusion that he 
was guilty of an offence against the Act, because 16 
eculd hardly be contended seriously that, however 
frequently this kind of adulteration might be practised 
by grocers, any mixture containing sand could fairly be 
called sugar. But with regard to gin, it was shown that 
that which was commonly known as gin in the retail 
trade was gin and water. We should think it probable 
that there are a great many other articles with regard to 
which the same state of things exists. The court got 
out of the difficulty by introducing a principle which 
may be correct, having regard to the construction of the 
statute, but it seems to us clear that the inference that 
is derivable from their ruling strikes at the very root of 
the principle upon which the Act was intended to be 
founded, and upon which alone the mischief of adultera- 
tion can be entirely prevented. It would appear to 
follow from the judgment that though there exists some 
degree of dilution with a foreign body, either the degree 
sanctioned by the custom of the wholesale trade or an 
indefinitely greater degree according to the magistrate’s 
view of what the purchaser may reasonably expect, there 
yet may be no offence against the Act. 

Put substantially, the case for the trade is this: The 
substance which originally was in strict truth called gin 
isnot well adapted for the purposes of retail. It is 
more convenient for the customer that it should be 
diluted with a foreign body and sold at a lower price. 
By the force of custom the mixture so made, which is 
teally gin and water, has become known as gin. When 

is spoken of in the retail trade it means gin more or 
diluted with water according to the price, and in 
construing the statute which forbids adulteration this 
meaning must be regarded. It seems to us that this 
veasoning is pregnant with fraud and with all the 
mischiefs that the statute was intended to prevent. We 
do not say that there is moral fraud on the part of all 
gin retailers who act upon this understanding of the mean- 
_ ing of the term“ gin,” but it is obvious to us that, as long 
as the legislation on the subject admits of this mode of 
reasoning, all attempts to grapple with the evil must be 
very much fettered. Wecannot exactly make out, in the 
first place, why there is any necessity for selling gin 
diluted with water. One would have thought that the 
customer could add so much water as he wanted, and 
that less quantities in bulk could be sold at the same 
‘Price. It is possible there may be some mysterious 
teason why, connected with the nature of gin, but none 
Was alleged in the case we are discussing. We doubt 
very much whether, in these cases, the purchaser does 
Know that the difference in the price of the gin is 
“eaused by the mere admixture of water. We should 
suppose he thinks there is some difference in the 
Original manufacture, by reason of which one sort of 
gin has a finer flavour than another. It does not seem 
fo us to follow that, because the purchaser gets his full 
Yalue, all the mischief aimed at is prevented. We should 
“think that the intention was to prevent poor people 
from being supplied with adulterated articles. There 
 ‘Isagreat tendency even among the upper classes to 
. Believe in “ bargains,” and it does not at all follow that 
@n uneducated person must know that if he pays a 
lower price he is getting an adulterated article. He 
ly very often thinks that the.tradesman who sells 
tinge true price of the unadulterated article is cheating 
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_ If the question of adulteration is to be determined 
with reference to such variable elements as the reason- 
able expectation of the purchaser and loosely defined 
practices of trade, the greatest difficulty and uncertainty 
will be introduced. The safest and best rule seems to be 
to say that gin is gin and not gin and water. Assum- 
ing, however, that it is inevitable for some reasons that 
there should be a dilution for the purposes of the retail 
trade, it will be observed that the case stated that dilution 
as varying from 17 to 22 per cent., and that the 
ratio decidendi went a great deal farther than suggest- 
ing that this dilution might be admissible, and yet 
the mixture be lawfully sold as gin. It is by the 
hands of the retailer that the greatest amount of 
adulteration frequently takes place. There is some 
safeguard, with regard to the wholesale manufacturer, 
that the dilution will not be carried to an excessive 
point. The suggestion of the judgment is that gin is 
still gin for the purposes of the statute, however diluted, 
so long as it is what the purchaser might reasonably 
expect to receive at the price. We cannot help thinking 
that if this construction is correct it is very unfortunate. 
It makes the test of what constitutes the nature and 
substance of any given article, not the general meaning 
of the name by which it is designated among society at 
large or the trade, but what it may be reasonable for the 
purchaser to expect to get under that name, having re- 
gard to the price he pays. Surely this is to give the Act 
an effect very far below what it was intended to have, 
and to open the door to fraud almost as wide as ever ? 
The provision in section 8 as to cases in which an article 
may be sold when mixed with some other ingredient, 
seems, in spirit, at any rate, strongly opposed to such a 
construction of the Act. 
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THE JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1876. 
APPEALS AGAINST Justices’ Convictions. 


In 1876 there were 165 appeals against the decisions of 
justices in summary proceedings, against 143 in 1875, 
and 107 in 1874. In 78, or 47°2 per cent., of the cases 
in 1876 the convictions were affirmed, and in the re- 
mainder quashed; the proportion for 1875 having been 
58, and in 1874, 49°5 per cent. In 1876, 59 of the 
appeals were in cases of bastardy orders, and in 32 of 
these the convictions were affirmed. Deducting these, 
there were 106 appeals in other matters, of which 46, 
or 43°3 per cent., resulted in the affirmation of the 
justices’ convictions. The summary convictions of the 
year, exclusive of those in bastardy cases, amounted to 
523,963, and there was, therefore, one appeal for every 
4,943, and one reversal of judgment for every 8,732 of 
the convictions. Besides the foregoing appeals to 
courts of quarter sessions, there were nine appeals re- 
moved into the Queen’s Bench Division of the High 
Court of Justice under the 12 & 13 Vict.c. 45. Five 
cases of this description were argued; in two cases 
judgmert was given for the appellant, and in three for 
the respondent. There were also, in 1876, 66 cases 
stated, under the 20 & 21 Vict. c. 43, for the opinion of 
the divisional court, assigned under section 45 of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, to hear and determine appeals 
from inferior courts. Forty-two cases of this descrip- 
tion were argued in the court, in 10 judgment was given 
for the appellant, in 23 for the respondent ; and there 
were nine cases remitted. 


Coroners’ Returys. 
The inquests held in each of the-years 1876 and 1875, 
distinguished under the different verdicts, were as 
follows :— 


1876, 1875. 
WEMTOGE — ccs cee cee‘ ces.. 000 207 200 
Manslaughter ... ... soe ose 208 151 
Justifiable homicide on:. ons 2 5 
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1876. 1875. 
Suicide or self-murder ... ... 1,713 1,577 
Accidental death ... .. .. 11,681 12,254 
Injuries, causes unknown ose 326 279 
ne ae Os ee ee 3,022 


Executed... ne agi Riageee eae 21 _ 23 
Natural death :-— 





Excessive drinking ... s+. s+». 481 516 
Disease aggravated by neglect 117 175 
Want, cold, &c. i oe ge 264 328 
Other causes .., s oe «. 8,993 10,057 

Totah oss 26,845 28,587 


Of the total for 1876, 18,427 verdicts were in respect 
of males, against 19,644 in 1875, and 8,418 in respect of 
females, against 8,943; and in 1876, 7,856 inquests 
were held on the bodies of infants of seven years and 
under, 1,645 on those of children of between seven and 
sixteen years of age, 12,532 on those of adults of 
between sixteen and sixty years, 4,529 on those of aged 
and infirm persons of sixty years and above, and 283 on 
those of persons whose ages were unknown. In the cases 
of inquests on infants of seven years of age or under, 
16°5 per cent. were in respect of children who were 
either illegitimate or unknown. The total costs, in- 
cluding coroners’ salaries and travelling allowances, 
amounted, in 1876, to £85,666 17s. 10d., against 
£84,285 103., in 1875, and the average cost of each 
inquest in these years, respectively, was £3 3s, 9d., and 
£2 18d. 11d. 


Crminat ProceEepines. 


In the number of persons for trial in 1876 there is 
an increase of 1,364, or 9°2 per cent., as compared with 
that in 1875, the number in 1876 being 16,078, in 1875 
14,714, in 1874 15,195, and in 1864 19,506. In 1876 
the commitments for offences against the person show 
an increase of 23, or 0°8 per cent. ; for offences against 
property with violence, an increase of 182, or 14°5 per 
cent. ; for offences against property without violence, an 
increase of 1,065, or 11 per cent.; for malicious offences 
against property, an increase of 26, or 14:7 per cent. ; 
for forgery and offences against the currency, a decrease 
of 14, or 3°5 per cent.; and for miscellaneous offences, 
an increase of 82, or 14°1 per cent. In 1876, of those 
sent for trial, 7,060 were tried at the county quarter 
sessions courts, 1,846 at the Middlesex county sessions, 
3,375 at the borough sessions courts, 2,775 at the circuit 
assize courts, and 1,022 at the Central Criminal Court, 
the proportion of the whole number tried at each court 
being almost identical with that for the year 1875. The 


following table shows the results of the proceedings 


against persons sent for trial in 1876 :— 


Not prosecuted, and admitted evidence ... 26 
No bills found against cee eee cee ey 721 
Not guilty on trial 44.0... 0. see nee = 8,094 
Acquitted on the ground of insanity ose 19 
 ettereligs rcec,, ME SA ee ee 23 
Sentenced to death .... 00. .0. soe v0 32 





> to penal servitude .., ... .. 1,753 
es to imprisonment, &c. wet one’ 80,0280 
és to reformatories, &c. yrtaaees 145 
» to fine, or discharge on surety 245 

Total committed, &. ... ... .. 16,078 


Thus it will be seen that 3,841 persons, or 23°88 of the 
number committed for trial, were either acquitted or 
discharged ; that 42, or 0°26 per cent., were detained as 
insane; and that 12,195, or 75°86 per cent., were con- 
victed. The proportion of convictions to the number 
sent for trial in the two years 1876 and 1875, in respect 
of various offences, is as follows :—Offences against the 
person, 71°0 and 69°9 per cent. ; offences against property 
with violence, 82°0 and 82°6 per cent. ; offences against 
property without violence, 762 and 75 per cent.; mali- 
cious offences against property, 61°3 and 55°6 per cent. ; 











forgery and currency offences, 84°6 and 81°9 per cent, ; 
and miscellaneous offences, 74°8 and 67'7 per cent. ; 
total convictions bearing the proportions of 75°8 and 74:4 
per cent. respectively to the total sent for trial in each 
of the two years 1276 and 1875. Of those convicted in 
1876, 1,746 on liberation will become subject to police 
supervision under the Prevention of Crimes Act, 1871, 
against 1,413 in 1875, and 1,481 in 1874. 

Of 1,753 convicts sentenced to penal servitude ip 
1876, 0°7 per cent. were sentenced for life, 1:5 per cent, 
for periods of about 15 years, 5°5 for from 10 to 15 
years, 20'1 for from 7 to 10 years, 51°5 for 7 years, and 
20°7 for 5 and 6 years; but to these sentences of penal 
servitude may be added 10 cases in which the capita 
sentence was committed—viz., in those of two females to 


penal servitude for 15 years each, and in those of six males 


and two females to penal servitude for life. 


Crown Cases RESERVED. 


Ten cases only were submitted for the decision of the 
Court of Criminal Appeal, in 1876, against 9 in 1875 an@ 
1874 respectively, 24in 1873, and 21 in 1872. Ina case of 
manslaughter tried at the Central Criminal Court, the 
conviction was affirmed; and in the other cases the 
convictions were likewise affirmed in six instances, and 
only reversed in one; while at the close of the year two 
cases—one of manslaughter and one of unlawful con- 
version by a broker of part of the proceeds of valuable 
securities to his own use—remained standing for judg- 
ment, 


Costs or CrIMINAL ProsEcurioxs. 


As usual the returns of the costs of criminal prosecu- 
tions are one year in arrear, the current returns only. 
dealing with 1875. In the twelve months ending 
December 31 of that year, 2,285 cases tried at the 
circuit assize courts costs £35,285 14s. 2d. or 
£15 8s. 10d. each on an average. Of the criminal pro- 
secutions on indictment, the above were the most costly, 
those at the Middlesex quarter sessions, 1,644 in num- 
ber, being the cheapest, costing as they did but 
£6,521 4s. in the aggregate, or £3 19s. 4d. each. The 
cost of summary proceedings under the Criminal Justice 
Act was £15,701 Os, 7d., or £1 03. 4d. on the average in 
each case; and under the Juvenile Offenders Act, 
£1,485 4s, 2d., or but 12s. 5d. As compared with the 
figures for 1874, the average cost of each case tried on 
indictment shows a decrease of 1s, 2d., while under 
summary proceeding there is a decrease of 3d. in the 
average cost. The total number of Mint cases prose- 
cuted and concluded in 1876 was 221, and the total costs 
paid by the Treasury in these cases was £1,324 12s. 7d.; 
the number of other criminal cases prosecuted and con- 
cluded by the solicitor of the Treasury having been 50, 
and their costs £8,766 19s. 9d. 


Prisons. - 


The returns for local prisons, reformatories, industrial 
schools, and criminal lunatic asylums, are for the year 
ended the 29th of September, 1876 ; those for the con- 
vict prisons being for the year ended the 31st of March, 
1877, all in continuation of the returns for preceding 
twelve months respectively. At the present time there 
are 113 local prisons, two, namely, Spilsby County 
Prison, Lincolnshire, and Swaffham County Prison, 
Norfolk, having been closed during the year referred to 
in the returns. The commitments to them in 1875-76 
were as follows :—Remanded and discharged, 11,587; 
for trial at assizes and sessions, 13,579; convicted at 
assizes and sessions (not previously in custody), 1,579; 
convicted summarily, 136,783; for want of sureties, 
3,632 ; debtors and on civil process, 4,925; military and 
naval offences, 4,514; making a total of 176,599, in 
respect of 125,986 males and 50,613 females, and show- 
ing an increase upon the total for 1874-75, of 6,299, or 
3°6 per cent. In the number of recommitted prisoners 
for 1875-76, there is an increase of 5,240, or 7°9 per 
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labour, or 5,998 more than in the previous year. 


Bumber of sick at one time was 1,700, 
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é ith that for th i d 
compared w: at for the previous year; an 

Be oportion of the recommitted to the total number 

tted (exclusive of debtors and naval and military 
offenders) is 42°5 per cent. Of the 71,111 persons 

itted, 24,298 had been previously committed 
once, 11,504 twice, 6,956 thrice, 5,217 four times, 3,552 
five times, 4,979 six or seven times, 4,531 eight, nine, or 
ten times, and 10,074 above ten times. The higher 

ionate number of females frequently recommitted 
jsas usual, says the return, remarkable. As many as 
6,518 women, against only 3,556 men, are stated to have 
been committed more than ten times previous to their 
commitment in 1875-76; but of the total number re- 
committed, 43,746 were men, while only 27,365 were 
women. Of those committed in 1875-76, 998 were under 
twelve years of age, and 6,140 were aged between twelve 
and sixteen. ‘he most criminal age is between twenty- 
oe and thirty, under which 53,067 commitments are 
recorded ; while next to it is the period between thirty 
and forty, which returns 38,441, With regard to the 
nationality of the 167,160 persons committed in 1875-76, 
the report states that 130,561, or 781 per cent., were 
porn in England; 24,157, or 14°5 per cent., in Ireland ; 
and 2,183, or 1°3, in foreign countries; while of the re- 
mainder the birthplace of a few could not be ascertained, 
and of 10,681, or 5°8 per cent., was stated to be in Wales, 
Scotland, the colonies, or the East Indies. As many as 
53,228 could neither read nor write; 103,646 could 
read, or read and write imperfectly ; 9,687 could read 
and write well ; 292 possessed superior education; and 
of 307 the degree of instruction was not ascertained, 
As to occupation, it is stated that 20,462 had none 
at all, that 4,590 were domestic servants; 2,527 
shopmen, clerks, &c.; 427 professional persons; 5,256 
gilors and soldiers; and 9,150 prostitutes; while 
$2,645 were labourers, charwomen, and needlewomen. 
These numbers, as well as those referring to the 
education of those committed, do not, it should be 
borne in mind, deal with debtors and naval and military 
offenders. 


At the commencement of the year 1875-76 there were 
19,338 persons detained in the local prisons. Including 
military and naval offenders and debtors, 176,599 were 
committed, and 3,385 removed between local prisons 
during the year; and the total number in prison during 
the year was, therefore, 199,322—20,499 remaining 
wider detention at the expiration of the twelve months. 
With regard to the disposal of the rest, the return 
states that 6,578 were removed to Government prisons, 
county and borough prisons, reformatories and lunatic 
asylums; 141 were pardoned; 170,536 were discharged 
m termination of sentence; 1,313 were bailed and 
Ieleased after committal; seven escaped; eighteen 
committed suicide; 209 died; and twenty-one 
Were executed. In the -total number remaining 
in prison on 29th of September, 1876, there is an 
increase of 1,258 as compared with the number at 
ee ermnencomens of Sthe year on 30th September, 

The number of separate cells in the whole of the 


aid of these 24,482 were certified in terms of the 
The number of certified punishment 
tills was 612; and the greatest number of prisoners 
Under confinement at one time during the year was 
93,220, against 22,553 in 1874-75, while the daily 
average prison population was 18,986, against 18,487. 
During 1875-76, 117,208 were under sentence of hard 


sanitary statistics of the prisons show that the 
tumber of deaths from natural causes during the twelve 
Months was 209, and that there were 200 cases of 
insanity, the deaths being less in number by 63 than 
those in 1874-75, and the cases of insanity less by 11. 
m cases of sickness 3,854 were infirmary cases, and 
84,059 instances of slight indisposition ; and the greatest 


In the total number of punishments inflicted on 
prisoners for offences committed in prison, there isfan 
increase of 1,802 upon that for 1874-75. In 1875-76 
there were 153 whippings, 100 applications of handcuffs 
or irons, 16,212 incarcerations in solitary or dark cells, 
and 42,922 stoppages of diet, &c.; 51,321 punishments 
having been inflicted on males, and 8,066°on females. 
The prison officials in 1875-76 were as follows:— 
Governors and deputy-governors, 147; chaplains, 131; 
surgeons, 116; clerks, schoolmasters, and schoolmistresses, 
187; matrons, 109; warders, 1,408; and the other sub- 
ordinate officers 435, making a total of 2,533 as com- 
pared with 2,506 in 1874-75. There is thus one officer to 
7'4 of the daily average number of prisoners. (jpedEAvay 


In the total cost of prisons in 1875-76 there is 0 
decrease, as compared with that of the previous year, of 
£3,379 1s. 10d.; under “extraordinary charges’’ there 
is a decrease of £13,713 7s, 2d.; under “ordinary annual 
charges” there is an increase of £10,334; under 
“ officers” there is a decrease of £6,094 11s, 7d., and 
under “ prisoners”’ there is an increase of £5,048 6s, 9d. 
The items for 1875-76 are as follows:—Buildings and 
establishment charges, £174,549 17s. ; officers’ salaries, 
clothing, and pensions, £251,948 14s, 5d., and prisoners’ 
maintenance, &c., £148,881 14s. 7d., making a total of 
£575,380 6s. The average yearly charge per prisoner, 
everything included, is £30 6s.; or, omitting extraor- 
dinary charges for buildings and fittings, £26 18s, 6d., 
but the cost varies very considerably in different prisons. 
At Salford County Prison, where it is lowest, the 
average charge is £15 12s. 5d.; while at Lincoln County 
Prison the cost per prisoner per annum is no less than 
£133 9s. 10d. The sources from which the prison ex- 
penses of the year were defrayed were, prison receipts, 
including profit of prisoners’ labour, £64,367; local 
rates and funds, £400,712; and public revenues, 
£110,300. In 1874-75, and 1875-76, respectively, 
prison receipts supplied 10°3 and 11°2 per cent. of the 
total expenses, local rates 72°1 and 69°6, and public re- 
venues 17°6 and 19°2. 





At the Central Criminal Court on the 10th inst., Mr, 
Commissioner Kerr directed the attention of Mr. Avory, 
the clerk of arraigns, to a statement in the Pall Mail 
Gazette, founded on a letter in the Daily Telegraph, contain- 
ing a statement to the effect that at the last sessions of the 
Old Bailey a prisoner was prosecuted fora very audacious 
robbery accompanied by violence, that the case came on 
before the commissioner, evidence being given by the 
witnesses, and that, notwithstanding the request of the 
jury that the case should stand over until the prosecutor 
returned, he discharged the prisoner, and fined the prose- 
cutor £40 in his absence. Mr. Kerr requested Mr. Avory 
to look at the records of the last sessions, and, if necessary, 
also at the short hand writer’s notes, so as to be able to 
tell him whether he discharged any prisoner without prose- 
cution, or in consequence of any acts of the prosecutor; 
secondly, whether there was any case in which he refused 
to delay the trial in coneeguicas of the absence of the 

rosecutor; and, thirdly, whether there was any record of 
his having inflicted a fine, or forfeited the recognizances of 
the prosecutor. On the next morning Mr. Avory, when 
the court had been opened, said, “I have searched the 
minute-book and records of last sessions, aniI am able to 
state that no person was fined £40 or any other sum of 
money for not attending to prosecute or for being absent 
at the last sessions. Nor was the recognizanes of any 
person ordered to be estreated for mnon-attendance 
or absence. There was a case of robbery, in which a 
prisoner was acquitted in consequence of the absence 
of the prosecutor, his absence having been discovered 
onlyafter the prisoner was given in charge to the jury. 
The prosecutor being absent, the prisoner was neces 
sarily uitted on account of the failure of evidence. 
I think the letter must have been written by somebody 
who was not aware of the whole of the facts, and did nof 





take the trouble to inquire into or bo informed 
them.” 
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Rebhtews. 
INSURANCE LAW. 


A Dicest or THe Law or Insurance: BEING AN ANALYSIS 
or Fire, Martinz, Lirz, anp Accipent INsuRANCE 
Caszs ADJUDICATED IN THE CouRTS oF ENGLAND, IRE- 
LAND, ScorLanD, THE Unrtrep Srates or AMERICA AND 
“CANADA, COMMENCING WITH THE EARLIEST REPORTED 
‘ADJUDICATIONS AND CONTINUED TO TEE Present Time. 
By OUtrver B. Sansum, Counsellor-at-Law. Chicago: 
Callaghan & Co. London: Triibner & Co. 


In a portly and well-bound volume of more than 
1,700 pages Mr. Sansum performs the promise of his 
title by presenting us with the essence of about 3,500 
insurance cases, ‘‘ In almost all cases,” he informs us 
in his preface, “the facts upon which the question was 


~ raised, have been stated,’ and this will no doubt bea 
-great assistance to English lawyers not possessing the 


‘American reports, and vice versd. The different kinds 
of insurance are not treated separately, but the questions 
adjudged in each case have been separated—the thing 
adjudged being placed among other things of the same 
class. And the author “recognizes the fact that classifi- 
cation or arrangement must ever remain one of the most 
important requisities of a digest.” We think that both 
in this point, and in what appears to us to be at least 
‘equally important—the neat and expressive abstract of 
the eases—the author has succeeded very well. We 
regret to observe, however, that the bulk of the volume 
is unnecessarily swelled by practice cases (see, e.g., under 
heads, “‘ Jurors,” ‘‘ Demurrer,” “ Evidence,” “Nonsuit ”) 
and cases decided, not upon the law of the special subject, 
but upon the general law (see, for instance, under head 
“‘ Statutes”). There is an index and also a table of 
cases, and it is particularly worthy of commendation 
that, both in the table of cases and in the body of the 
aligest, the author has taken the trouble to cite from all 
the current reports. The value of the book would have 
been much increased if the index had been longer and 
more analytical ; as it is, the headings merely repeat the 
headings of the digest itself. We have no doubt that 
the book will be found useful as a book of reference, 
and it pretends to nothing more. 


LAWYERS’ DIARY. 


Tus Lawyers’ Companion AND Diary anp Lonpon Anp 
Provisctat Law Directory ror 1878, &., &c. Edited 
by Joux Tuomrsoyx, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Thirty- 
second Annual Issue. Stevens & Sons; Shaw & Sons. 


We can speak from constant experience during the 
last year of the accuracy ani usefulness of this 
carefully edited work. Combining as it does the 
information of a law list and a legal almanack, with a 
diary printed on excellent paper, it is an invaluable 
addition to the lawyer's table. The list of provincial 
solicitors is particularly useful in giving particulars of 
appointments held by them, and the bar list is also 
very complete. 


GAS AND WATER. 


Tue Law nevatine to Gas asp Warten: Comprisine tur 
Riouts axp Duties as weit oy Locan Avruonities ay 
oy Putvatz Companivs IN REGARD THERETO, AND 
INCLUDING ALL Lucistation To Tuy Crosse ov tur Last 
Srestom oy Pauttanent. By W. H. Micuary axp 
J. 8. Wr, Barristers-at-Law. Second Edition. 
Butterworths, 


Considering the limited range of this work, it is a re- 
markable testimony to the importance of its subject that 
& new edition should be required in five years; and we 
are bound to confess that the doubt we expressed when 
the first edition appeared as to whether the subject was 
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quite worthy the special pains the learned authors hag 
bestowed upon it was unfounded. It need hardly bg 
said that much legislation has occurred in the interyaj 
since the first appearance of the work, and we find this 
carefully collected and annotated. The new cases hayg 
also been added, and references are frequently given to 
several series of reports. We can recommend the book 
as an extremely useful manual. 





General Corresponvence. 


TRIAL OF ISSUES OF FACT IN THE 
COUNTY COURTS. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I have noticed in a recent issue a letter froma 

correspondent, Mr. Wetherfield, calling attention to 
some of the reasons which really prevent suitors and 
their solicitors from availing themselves of the county 
courts for the trial of actions for claims above £20, and 
showing that the cause is not, as is apt to be supposed, the 
desire of the solicitors to increase costs by issuing writs 
from the superior courts. 
’ Thave, on a former occasion, called attention to the 
disadvantage at which a suitor in the county court is 
placed, if he commences his action there, in comparison 
with one who resorts to the superior court, both as to 
fees and otherwise; and this has also been pointed out 
by other and abler hands than mine. 

These disadvantages, however, apply chiefly, if not 
entirely, to what may be termed the proceedings out of 
court, and to the loss of the suitor’s right of appeal to 
the highest appellate courts on questions of law. In 
the trial of issues of fact, the mode of procedure is 
the same at the assizes and in the county court—viz,, 
by judge and jury, or by judge alone, at the option of 
the suitors. The difference in the cost, however, is 
enormous, as every one—whether professional man or 
layman, who has had any experience in both courts—well 
knows. With a view, I presume, to mitigate this evil 
amongst others, your correspondent suggests forcing 
“the trial of all matters of dispute under £50” into the 
county court. : 

I would add to this a further suggestion—namely, 
that every plaintiff should be obliged, when the amount 
in dispute does not exceed £50, and at liberty when it 
does, to set down for trial, in any county court, the 
issues of fact raised on the pleadings, subject to a right 
to the defendant to change the venue to any assizes, or 
any sitting of the superior courts, or any other county 
court, by judge’s order on sufficient cause shown ; or, if 
Mr. Wetherfield’s suggestion be thought too arbitrary, 
then, at all events, there could be no possible injury to 
any one, that I can conceive, in giving liberty only toa 
plaintiff to set down his cause for trial on the issues of 
fact, in any case where he is not now restricted to the 
county court, whether the subject matter is aboveor below 
£50, in any county court, or assize court, or sittings which 
he may choose. No principle would be violated by adopt- 
ing this suggestion. At present the county court, by 
consent of the parties, can try any action whatever; and 
any plaintiff, commencing an action in a common law 
division of a superior court, can set down the issues of 
fact for trial at any assizes or sittings he pleases, sub: 
ject to the right of the defendant to change the venue, 

It may be said, cui bono? Parties can try by consenb 
now, and do not. ‘To this I answer there is every differ- 
ence in practice between giving consent and not dis- 
senting, Litigants are not usually in the temper 
listen to amicable arrangements, and solicitors do nob 
like to give consent on behalf of clients who are in the 
humour to think that anything agreed to at the sugges 
tion of the other sido cannot be for their benefit, and is 
a concession made to the other side. Moreover, if 00 
one availed himself of the privilege, no harm would be 
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| done; but, on the other hand, if suitors did avail them- 
| gelves of it largely—as my experience leads me to believe 


would be the case—besides saving their own money they 
‘yould relieve the superior courts of the superabundant 


- ggsize business, and give a chance that that which re- 
' mained to be done would be done more satisfactorily. 


Tt would utilize any leisure which any of the county 
court judges now have at their disposal, and in case 
others had to be appointed, in consequence of the ex- 
ent proving successful, their appointment would be 
much less costly than the appointment of additional 
of the superior court. Cuas. E. Pauey. 
13, Petergate, York, Dec. 11. 





THE FINAL EXAMINATION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—I observe that the proportion of candidates who 
their final examination in the year ending April 
last was eighty-two per cent. 

The proportion at the last “ final” is under fifty. 
Why is this? Is it from some desire to make 
the examination much more difficult than the bar 
examination, or from the unususl stupidity of the 
candidates ? 

Ought not every young fellow whose papers do not 
obtain the minimum number of marks to be able to 
offer himself for a vivd voce examination before he is 
finally “‘ ploughed ” ? 

There are many men bad at paper work, but admir- 
ably adapted for the real work of our profession. 

An Oxp Soricrror. 


[We understand that no change was made in the 
standa:d at the last fnal examination.—“p. S. J.]} 


It is stated that Temple Bar is to be pulled down and 
removed befire the end of the year. The stones will all be 
numbered, a: d will be placed for a time on a vacant space 
of lard in Farringdon-road until some definite place is 
fixed by the Court of Common Council as a site for the 

A crowded meeting of the subscribers to the Irish Law 
Reports was held on Saturday aft-rnoon in the library of 
the four courts ; Dr. Battersby, Q.0., Father of the Bar, 
presided. The annual report by the Council of Law Re- 
ed was read. The Solicitor-General (Mr. Gerald 

itzgibbon, jun.) in moving the adoption of the report, re- 
ferred to the last onslaught made on the “ author‘zed 
reports” by Lord Justics Christian, and expressed his regret 
that the learned judge had seen fit to communicate his 
censures publicly and in such strong language. Since that 
attack was made the Council's secretary had written asking 
the Lord Justice to assist in the preparation of the judgment 
then referred to by giving his manuscrip*, or correcting the 
shorthand writer's transcript of his notes. To that letter, 
most respectfully put, a reply was bad in effect, ‘* Do not 
teport me atall.” Now, that was impossible. The utter- 
ances of a judge were public property, and those of the 
renee member of the highest Equity Court of Appeal 

Ireland were invaluable both as supplying data for 
counsel to proceed upon hereafter and as giving rules for 
the guidance of courts of first instance. If, therefore, the 
Justice adhered to his determination not to assist their 
er, they must do the best they could without that 
nce, for they must publish as good reports as they 
could. Serjeant Sherlock, M.P., s conded the motion, 
Which was adopted. The Right Hon, Hugh Law, M.P. 
moved a resolution approving the course taken by the Counci 
of Law Reporting in this matter, which was seconded by 
Dr, Pilkington, Q.0., and adopted without one dissentient 
Yoice, Mr. Law defended the reporter who had been 
nally assailed by Lord Justice Christian, observing that 
had served an apprenticcship of two years in the Vice- 
Chancellor's Court, with the approval ‘of the presiding 
jie and that he had obtained the commendation of the 
cellor and of Mr. Juation Lawson, who was 
tocasionally brought iato the Court of Appeal. 





Cases af the Week. 


EvIDENCE—ADMISSIBILITY—PreEss Corres or LeErrens. 
—In a case of Widgery v. Tepper, heard by the Cout of 
Appeal on the 7th inst., a question arose as to the admissi- 
bility in evidence cf press copies of letters found among the 
papers of a dec solicitor. The suit was against the 
representative of the solicitor to set aside a purchase of 
property mage by the solicitor from a client, on the ground 
that the sale had been made at an undervalue, and that the 
solicitor had not given proper advice to the client. The 
sale was made for £2,500, and the solicitor bad previously 
had the property valued for legacy duty, the value then put 
upon it being £5,000. It was alleged that the solicitor had 
omitted to inform the client of this valuation. To disprove 
this, it was proposed to show tbat the solicitor had by 
letter informed the client of the valuation, and to prove 
this a press copy of a letter written by the solicitor to the 
client, and found among the solicitor’s papers after his 
death, was tendered. The plaintiff had been called upon to 
produce the original, but he did not dos2, There was no 
evidence that the letter had ever been sent, but it was 
urged that, as a copy was found, which was apparently 
made in the ordinary course of business, the court might 
assume that the letter had been sent, and ought not to re- 
quire any further proof of that fact. The court (James, 
Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.), held that, in the absence 
of proof that the letter had been sent, the copy was not 
admissible in evidence. If it were, it would be open toa 
dishonest man to manufacture evidence ia his own favour 
by preserving copies of letters which were never sent. 


PracTicE—Timg For APPEALING—DisMissaL oF BILL— 
Extension oF Trme—Orp. 58, r. 15.—The question of the 
construction of the above rule came before the Court of 
Appeal again on the 10th inst, in a case of The International 
Financial Society v. The City of Moscow. Gas Company, 
under somewhat novel circumstances. The rule says that 
“No appeal from any interlocutory order shall, except by 
special leave of the Court of Appeal, be brought after. the 
expiration of twenty-one days, and no other appeal shall, 
except by such leave, be brought after the expiration of one 
year. The said respective periods shall be calculated from 
the time at which the judgment or order is signed, entered, 
or otherwise perfected; or, in the case of the refusal of an 
application, from the date of such refusal.” The suit of 
The International Financial Society v. The City of Moscow 
Gas Company, was a suit to foreclose a mortgage, and it 
was instituted by a bill filed in 1871 in the Court of Chan- 
cery. There was a cross-suit (also commenced by bill in 
1871), by the Gas Company against the Financial Society to 
set aside the mortgage on the ground of fraud. The two 
suits came on to be heard together on the Ist of April, 1876, 
the furcclosure suit upon motion for decree, and the cross- 
suit upon replication, when Bacon, V.C., made one decree 
in both suits, dismissing the bill in the cross-suit with costs, 
and ordering a foreclosure in the original suit. The decree 
was entered on the 16th of June, 1876. On the 29th of 
May, 1877, the Gas Company gave a notice of appeal, by 
which they asked that the order made in both causes might 
be rm -versed cr varied as might be proper, and thata jn 
ment or order might be made in the second cause in a - 
ance with the prayer of the bill in that cause. When the 
appeal was opened it was objected on behalf of the respond- 
ents that it was out of time so far as it was an appeal from 
the dismissal of the bill in the cross-suit. That, 1t was said, 
was an appeal from the refusal of an application, and ought 
to have been brought within a year from the Ist of April, 
1876, the day on which the decree was | serewpunat 4 Ta 
opposition to this, it was urged that even if the words “‘ re- 


fuss] of an app2ication” applied at all to a suit set down on 
replication before the Judicature Act, they pointed only to 
an interlocutory application, and not toa final —— in 
a cause. But the court (James, lay, and Thesiger, 


L.JJ.), held that the objection was well founded, and that 
the appeal was too late, so far as it was an a from the 
dismis:al of the dill in the cross-suit, though it was in time 
so far as it was an appeal from the foreclosure decree. T 
aa out that cer meh th ena wren” 
with due te the *, “the ve 

which showed that the subsequent words, “ refusal of an 
application’ must apply to beth the limits of time pre- 
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viously spoken of. And the court refused to extend the time 
for appealing, observing that an extension would only be 
granted in cases similar to those in whicb, under the old 
practice, the enrolment of a decree would have been va- 
cated, i.¢., in cases where the appellant bad been misled by 
the conduct of his opponent, or where there had been some 
mistake of the officer of the court, or some unavoidable 
accident. 





UnviscHarcep Bankrupt — Enrorcinc PAYMENT OF 
Depts AGAINST PropeRTY—EsTaTE OF DECEASED BANKRUPT 
—Banxruptcy Act, 1869, s. 54.—A question of some im- 
portance upon the corstruction of section 54 of the Bank- 
ruptecy Act, 1869, was decided by the Court of Appeal, on 
the 6th inst., in a case of Ex parte Kelly. That section 
provides that where a bankrupt has not obtained his dis- 
charge, then, from and after the close of his bankruptcy, 
po portion of a debt provable under the bankruptcy shall 
be enforced against his property until the expiration of 
three years from the close of the bankruptcy, and if during 
that time he pays his creditors sufficient to make up, with 
the dividend paid during bankruptcy, 10s. in the pound, 
he is to be entitled to an order of discharge, and at the 
expiration of the three years, if the bankrupt has not ob- 
tained an order of discharge, “ any balance remaining un- 
paid in respect of any debt proved in such bankraptoy 
(but without interest in the meantime) shall be deemed to 
be a subsisting debt in the nature of a judgment debt, 
and, subject to the rights of any persons who have become 
Creditors of the debtor since the close of his bankruptcy, 
may be enforced against any property of the debtor, with 
the sanction of the court.” In Zz parte Kelly, the bank- 
rupt had no assets, and his bankruptcy was closed in 
December, 1873, without any dividend having been paid 
to the creditore. He obtained no order of discharge. In 
April, 1877, he died worth a considerablesum. The prin- 
cipal creditor under the bankruptcy then applied to the 
court for an order to enforce his debt (which remained 
wholly unpaid) against the estate of the deceased bankrupt 
in the hands of his executors (subject to the rights of sub- 
sequent creditors), or that the applicant might be at liberty 
to institute proceedings in the Chancery Division for the 
administration of the bankrupt’s estate. Mr, Registrar 
Pepys refused the application, on the ground that the 
sanction of the court could not be given to any proceeding 
under section 54 after the death of the bankrupt, and his 
decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (James, 
Baggallay and Thesiger, L.JJ.). James, L.J. said that the 
section only pointed at enforcing a quasi judgment debt by 
execution—to the issuing of a fi. fa. against the bankrupt’s 
property with the leave of the court. This did not apply 
when the bankrupt was Gead. In that case his property 
could only be applied in a due course of administration 
among all his creditors, and, indeed, r. 183 provided that 
notice of an application under section 54 must be served 
personally upon the bankrupt, a provision evidently inap- 
plicable to the case of a deceased bankrupt; and the 
creditor did not require the leave of the court to take out 
an administration summons in the Chancery Division. 


coool 


Practice—Jurispicrion or OrrciaAL Rererers—Posr- 
PONEMENT OF Tutat—Secunity ror Costs—Rv es or 
Court, 1875, orp. 36, nr. 30, 31, 32.—In a case of 
Brocklebank v. Lidgett, before the Master of the Rolls on the 
7th inst., an important point arcse as to the jurisdiction of 
the official referees. An order of reference to one of the 
official referees had been made on the 8th of March, 1877, 
in the action to assess the for breach of the con- 
tract sued on. When the reference came on on the 4th of 
December, and before it actually commenced, the defend- 
ant’s counsel asked the plaintiff whether he had not assigned 
the whole of his rights under the action to his solicitors. 
On its appearing that he had, the defendant's counsel then 
asked the referee to postpone the reference to allow a sum- 
mons to be taken out for security for costs. The parties 
were prepared with their witnesses and evidence to complete 
the reference forthwith, and notwithstanding this the re- 
etee consented to the application, and the reference stood 
over accordingly. A motion was now made that the referee 
might be ordered to proceed with the reference, and that the 
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defendant might pay the costs incurred by the adj 4 
The defendant’s solicitors had been aware for some months 
of the assignment to the plaintiff's solicitors, but tookng. 
step until the reference came on, alleging they. had ‘ 
misled by what they thought was an announcement of the 
plaintiff's ype ats appearing in ths papers. The de. 
fendant had now taken out a summons for security for cogtg, 
The Master of the Rolls was of opinion that the official © 
referee had no authority to postpone the reference as he had 
done, although he could, of course, do so for any . 
reason occurring during the reference. He should make an 
order for the reference to proceed without prejudice to the 
summons, and on a day which would allow of its 
disposal. The defendant. had been responsible for the 
resent motion, and must pay £10 towards the costs of the 
ay before the referee, and the costs of the motion. 





PRACTICE—WINDING-UP PETITIONS —PETITION First Ap. 
VERTIZED—CARRIAGE OF OnrpER—CosTs.—A creditor's 


petition to wind up the Trades’ Bank Company (Limited) | _ Ps 
was before the Master of the Rolls on the 8th inst. Thig at the H 
petition was presented on the 29th of October, and another Ieedshi 
tition was presented on the 28th in Vice-Chancellor Sieh 
acon’s court, but the Rolls’ petition was first advertized, i 
On the petitioner in Vice-Chancellor Bacon's court offering judgmen 
to transfer his petition to the Rolls, and supporting that 
petition, the Master of the Rolls made a winding-up order 
on both petitions, but gave the carriage of the order Acrt10} 
to the petitioner who had first advertized his petition, Issue OF 
His lordship stated that his practice hai formerly 2, 3, 4 
been different, but now he had assimilated it to VRISDIC 


that in the other branches of the court, and always - me be 





gave the carriage of the order to the petitioner who first brought 
advertized his petition, and not to the one who first The writ 
sented his petition. The petitioner in Vice-Chancellor ment of 
Bacon’s court would have the full costs of his petition, and the state 
there would be one set of costs amongs: the creditors sup- 1877; an 
porting the Rolls’ petition. ment of 
and reli 

Malins, 
Practice—Lzave.To Give Notice or Morion wma refaged 
Cory Writ—Intert™ Insuncrioy.—An application was , for leave 
made, ex parte, on the 10th inst. to the Master of the Rolls, the 20th 
for leave to serve notice of motion for an injunction in@ before 1 
‘light and air” case with copy writ for the following day. Novemb 
The Master of the Rolls refused the application, and said Chancel 
only gave such leave for his regular motion day, viz, intiff 
Friday ; he, however, stated that the applicant could at any C., as 
time move for an interim injunction ex parte. the plai 
any and 
: tried at 
ean ee “ane ag in the 2 
Srzct¥ic PeRvORMANCE—COoNDITIONAL AGREEMENT | by the 
“ SupsEor To.APPROVAL OF TITLE BY PuRcHASER's SOLIOK | sw 
tor.’—In a case of Hudsoit vy. Buek; decided by Fry, J., ' aintit 
on the 10th inst., the defendant had, on the 12th of Febru oo 
ary, contracted to purchase the lease of a house from the that the 

plaintiff ‘subject to the approval of the title by the Hilar 
defendant's solicitor.”’ When -the abstract of title was aaj wd 
delivered, on the 20th of February, it appeared that the en 
plaintiff held the house under a lease which comprised also sdjourr 
an adjoining house at one ground rent of £10 a-year, and én witt 
that this lease contained a covenant by the lessee not to ‘whethe 
erect any additional buildings on any part of the demised Vice-C 
land without the previous licence of the lessor, and subject Ws wa: 
to such additional rent or premium as he should require, diction 
On the 22od of February the purchaser's solicitor wrote to feder ¢ 
the vendos’s solicitor that he did not approve of the title wl, J 
deduced by the abstract. He objected thet there had been thould 
no legal apportionment of the rent and covenants of the t 
original lease, and objected also to the provisions of the ae 

restrictive covenant, and said that his client had instructed Hila 
him to proceed no further in the matter, and asked forareturs he , 
of the deposit. There was some further correspondence, and ander 2 
ultimately, on the lst of March, the purchaser's solicitor " 
wrote to the vendor's solicitor that, unless the o oy 


were satisfactorily removed within fourteen days, bis client 
would consider that the vendor was unable or uowilling to 
farnish @ good and satisfactory title, and would take pro- 
ceedings to recover the deposit which he had paid. On the 6th 
of March the vendor commenced an action for specific perform 
ance. He did not within the fourteen days produce any evi- 

dence that he could obtain the assent 


the landlord to am 
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portionment of the rent and covenants, but he did obtain 
"this asent before the trial of the action. It was contended 
gp behalf of the vendor that the condition that the con- 
et abould be subject to the approval of the title by the 
rchaser's solicitor meant no more than that which the law 
would imply in the absence of any such stipulation, viz, 
‘that the vendor must show a good title to the property, and 
ft the court must judge of the reasonableness of the ob- 
 jections just as it would do if the contract had contained no 
‘gch stipulation. Fry, J., held that the approval of the 
title by the purchaser’s solicitor was, in the absence of any 
gala fides or unreasonableness on the part of the purchaser 
or his solicitor, absolutely essential to the existence of a 
binding contract. It might very well be that the purchaser 
desired to preclude the possibility of a protracted litigation 
about the title, which, beginning in the Chancery Division, 
might be continued in the Court of Appeal and the House 
of Lords, and to have the question of the title determined 
absolntely by a person selected by himself. The objections 
ip taken by the purchaser’s solicitor were perfectly reasonable 
at the time when they were taken, and the vendor had not 
removed them till after the action had been brought. His 
lordship, therefore, held that there was no contract of 
which specific porformance could be enforced, and he gave 
jndgment for the defendant with costs. 

















Action 1x Cuancery Diviston—Orper ror TRIAL OF 
Issue oF FACT BEFORE A JuDGE at Assizes—Orp, 36, RR. 
2, 8, 4, 5, 26, 29; Orv. 51, r. la. (19TH June, 1877)— 
RISDICTION—DeLAyY.—In a case of Lloyd y. Jones, which 
eme before Fry, J.. on the 11th inst., the action was 
brought for the partition or sa’e of some land in Wales. 
The writ was issued on the 29th of June, 1876; the state- 
ment of claim was delivered on the 24th of January, 1877 ; 
the statement of defence was delivered on the 25th of May, 
1877; and the reply on the 9th of August. By the state- 
ment of defence the defendants denied the plaintiffs’ title, 
and relied on their own possession. Early in August, 
Malins, V.C., to whose court the action was attached, had 
tefaged a summons taken out by the plaintiffs in chambers 
for leave to deliver interrogatories to the defendants. On 
the 20th of September the plaintiffs gave notice of trial 
before Malins, V.C., without a jury. On the 19th of 
November the action was, by a general order of the Lord 
Chancellor, transferred to Fry, J. On the same day the 
intiffs took out a summons in the chambers of Malins, 
.C., asking that the issue of fact in the action, whether or not 
the plaintiffs were entitled as assignees, or otherwise, to 
any and what interest in the Jand in question, might be 
tried at Chester before any oth er question of fact was tried 
inthe action. This summons was adjourned to be heard 
by the Vice-Chancellor himself in chambers, and ¢ame on 
to be heard on the 7th of December. Meimwhile, the 
plaintiffs had, on the 30th of November, given notice of a 
motion before Fry, J., on the 4th of December, asking 
that the action might stand out of the paper for trial till 
Hilary Sittings, 1878, The hearing of the motion was 
adjourned to the llth of December, On the 7th of 
December, Malins, V.C., at the request of the plaintiffs, 
adjourned the summons to be heard by Fry, J., and to come 
én with the adjourned motion. Fry, J., expressed a doubt 
whether, under ord. 51, r. Ja. (19th of June, 1877), the 
Vice-Chancellor had any jurisdiction to make such an order. 
He was inclined to thiok that he himself alone had juris- 
diction to make it, and, to remove any doubt, he made an 
order directing that the summons should be heard by him- 
self. And ho requested that the Vice-Chancellor’s attention 
thould be called to this question of jurisdiction, And, 
upon the merits, Fry, J., held that the evidenca on the 
motion showed no reason for postponing the trial to the 
Hilary Sittinge. And, with regard to the summons, though 
was of opinion that r. 29 gave him power to make the 
ander asked for, even at this stage of the proceedings, yet he 
thought that there had been somuch delay on the plaintiffs’ 
part that it would be unjust to the defendants to grant the 
ication now. The plaintiffs might, he thought, under 

t. 3 of ord, 36, have given their notice of trial before a 
without a jury at Chester, and, even if they could not 

ve done this, they might have made their present applica- 


tion at the time when they gavo their notice of trial. And, 
indeed, they might well have given their notice of trial in 
@ for the summer assizes. 


e only excuse offered for 











their not doing co was the pendency of their summons for 
Teave to d-liver interrsgatorizs. That application hai, how- 
ever, been refused, and must therefore be taken to have been 
wrong, ‘and the pendency of a wrong applicatioa of their 
own could not ba used by the plaintiffs as an excuse for their 
de'ay. Both applications were accordingly refused. 





Practice—JUDGMENT Not Reservixe Liserty To APPLY 
—SvusseQuent AppLication to ExtenD Trwe Fixep ror 
Doing an Act.—In a case of Crowe vy. Barnicot, which 
came before Fry, J., on the 11th inst., an application was 
made by the defendants to extend the period of six months 
which was fixed by the judgment at the trial of the action 
on the 10th of July, 1877, for the defendants to reinstate 
the premises to which the action related (vide 25 W. R. 
789, L. R. 6 Ch. D. 753). No liberty to apply was re- 
served by the judgment. The defendants found that they 
would not. be able to complete the reinstating of the pre- 
mises within the six months, and they were apprehensive of 
a motion being made to commit them for contempt. They 
therefore asked for an extension of time to enable them to 
comply with the order, Fry, J., expressed great doubt 
whether, where no liberty to apply had been reserved, an 
application could be made in effect to vary the jadgment, 
though no doubt, even without any reservation of liberty to 
apply, an application might be made for any order merely 
consequential on the judgment. ‘The difficulty was, how- 
ever, eventually got over by ordering the motion to stand 
ovor until an application should be made to commit the 
defendants for contempt. 





Obituary, 


MR.. THOMAS PETERS. 


Mr. Thomas Peters, solicitor, of Knighton, died at Bourne- 
month, on the 23rd ult., from an attack of plearisy. Mr. 
Peters was admitted a solicitor in 1836, and had, during the 
greater part of the last forty years, practised at Knighton. 
He was for many years in partnership with Mr. Richard 
Green (now Sir Richard Green Price, Bart.), and after- 
wards with Mr. Jonathan Green (the registrar of the 
Presteign County Court), but more recently he was 
associated with Mr. Charles Penhallow Peters. Mr. 
Peters was a perpetual commissioner for Radnorshire, 
registrar of the Knighton County Court (Circait, No, 28), 
and clerk to the county magistrates for the Knighton and 
Cefnllys divisions. My. Peters’ death is much lamented 
at Knighton, not mereiy on account of his high personal 
character, but also for his public spirit. He was until 
last year chairman of the Knighton Local Board, and he 
was very active in securing for Knighton the benefit ofa 
connection with the Great Western Railway. Mr. Green 
was buried at Bournemouth, on the 30th ult. 


MR. ARTHUR LOUIS LAING. 


Mr. Arthur Louis Laing, solicitor, died at his residence, 
Braiswick, Colchester, on the 4th inst., after a somewhat 
short illness. Mr, Laing was born in 1813, and was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1836. He practised for a short time at 
5, Charlotte-street, Bloomsbury, whence he afterwards re- 
moved to Colchester, and went into partoership with the 
late Mr. Edward Daniell. In 1862 he became clerk to the 
Colchester Board of Guardians, and superintendent-registrar, 
and he held these offices until his death. He was alsoa 
commissioner for oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
a perpetual commissioner for Essex, solicitor to the Tendring 
Hundred Railway Company, steward of the manor of West 
Donyland, and one of the auditors of accounts for the 
borough, Mr. Laing had also been for many years con+ 
nected with the corporation of Colchester; he was elected 
an alderman in 1850, and in the pong a8 he was 
elected mayor of the borough. He was to that office 
again in 1858, but he had more than once declined to serve 
the office a third time. He warmly su the Conser- 


vative party in all county, yong — a 


At a meeting of the Colchester 
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day after Mr. Laing’s death, the following resolution was 
proposed by the chairman and carried unanimously: ‘That 
this Board desire to express their deep regret at the loss of 
their esteemed clerk, who has served them so we'l and faith- 
fully for the last fifteen years, and would, at the same time, 
tender their heartfelt sympathy and condolence to the 
widow and family of the deceased in their bevy bereave- 
ment.” The town council of Colchester have also passed a 
vote of sympathy with the family of the decea ed. 


MR. SERJEANT TOZER. 


Dr. Edward Tczer, serjeant-at-law, died at 4, James- 
street, Buckingham-gate, on the 8th inst. The deceased 
was born in 1806, and he was one of the senior fellows of 
Caius College, Cambridge, where he graduated as thirteenth 
wrangler in 1836. He subsequently proceeded to thé 
degree of LL.D., and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in Michaelmas Term, 1840, and then became a member 
of the Norfolk Circuit, and the Bedfordshire, Cambridge- 
shire, Huntingdonshire, and Bury Sessions. He was 
created a serjeant-at-law in 1858, and became recorder of 
the borough of Bary St. Edmunds in 1860. Since 1852 he 
had held the office of assessor to the Chancellor of the 
University of Cambridge. Mr. Serjeant Tozer had formerly 
&@ good criminal business, but he had almost ceased to 
practice, being constantly resident at Cambridge, devoting 
his chief attention to his judicial duties as Chancellor’s 
assessor. He took a lively interest in all University ques- 
tions, and in scientific studies. He had been for many 
years a fellow of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, 
and many of his contribations appeared among the 
“ Tiacsactions ’’ of that body, including an essay on ‘‘ The 
Measure of the Force of Testimony in Cases of Legal Evi- 
cence.” Mr. Serjeant Tozer was unmarried. 


eee 


MR. JAMES GiLL. 


Mr. James Gill, one of the oldest solicitors in Manches- 
ter, died on the 27th ult., at his residence, Hulme-place, 
Salford, in his seventy-sixth year. Mr. Gill was much 
respected by his professional brethren in Manchester, 
where be spent the whole of his professional life, extending 
over 4 period of nearly fifty years, having been admitted 
in Hilary Term, 1828. Mr. Gill served his clerkship with 
the old Manchester frm of Serjeant & Milne, and was 
subsequently a pupil of Mr. P. B. Brodie, the eminent 
conveyancer. Mr. Gill beld the office of clerk to the Com- 
missioners of Taxes for tke division of Manchester from 
1856 to the time of his dcatb, and had been associated in 
the clerkship for many years previously with his late 
partner, Mr. Jobn Owen, the former clerk. The commis- 
sioners, at a meeting held on the 7th inst., passed a re- 
solution recording their deep sense of the lors sustained 
by the death of Mr. Gill, after a period of twenty-one 
years’ faitbfol service in the important office which he 
filled with strict integrity and impartiality. 








The Warrington Guardian says, that Charles Crozier, con- 
fide ntial clerk and cashier in the firm of Mes:rs. Davies & 
Brook, tolicitors, Warrington, absented himself from 
busisess about two months ago on the plea of ill health, but 
did not return, and it soon was whispered that he, his wife, 
and his wife's sister, with his three children, had left the 
town. The po gp of the firm being aroused, an investi- 
gation was e,and it was then.found that the missin 
tlerk, who had had great trust reposed in him, 
absconded with large sums of money. The affair was put 
into the hands of Scotland-yard detectives, and M: sors, 
Davies & Brook also instructed their agents abroad to make 
inquiries. Orozier was eventually traced to Havre by means 
(fa £100 note which be had changed, and thence to New 
York. Immediately on his arrival at New York he set 
sail to retorn to England. Prepsrations were made to 
spyrehend him at Southampton, but on Tuesday « telegram 
was received st Warrington that he bad died at sea, aud 
that his body, with bis wi’e and children, had been landed 
at Southampton. 
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Appointutrents, Ete. 


Mr. Epwarp James Atuawes, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed Stipendiary Magistrate at Chatham and Sheer- 
ness, in succession to Mr. Francis Edward Guise, who hag 
been appointed Clerk of the Peace for Gloucestershire, 
Mr, Athawes is a graduate of Trinity College, Cambridge, 
and was called to the bar.at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmag 
Term, 1860. He was a member of the old Norfolk Circuit, 
and has also practised at the Buckinghamshire, Bedford. 
shire, and Cambridgeshire Sessions, 


Mr. Witt1am Rees Davies, solicitor (of the firm of 
Smitb, Davies, & Co.), of 1, Frederick’s-place, Old 
Jewry, and of Haverfordwest, has been appointed a Com. 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Conrt of 
Jadicature in England. 

Sir Cuarves GAvAN Durry, Knight, bas been created g 
Knight-Commander of the Order of St. Michael and §t, 
George. Sir C. Duffy was born in 1816, ard was called to 
the bar in Ireland in 1845. He was M.P. for the boro 
of New Ross in the “ National” interest from 1852 tilt 
1856, and he was called to the bar at Melbourne in 1857, 
He became Prime Minister of the colony of Victoria in 
1871, and received the honour of knighthood in 1873. Sir 
C. Daffy is now Speaker of the Legislative Assembly of 
Victoria. 


Mr. Rosert Ranry H111, solicitor, of Ipswich, Harwich, 
and Lowestoft, has been appointed a Commissioner to 


Administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in’ 


England. 


Mr. Georcz Hinps, solicitor, of Goudhurst, bas been: 


elected (without opposition) to te Coroner for the Cranbrook 
Division of the County cf Kent, in succession to the late 
Mr. Heory Jeffreys Farrar, of Cranbrook. Mr. Hinds was 
admitted a solicitor in 1841, and is vesiry clerk of Goudburst. 
parish, and clerk to the Cranbrook Highway Board and the 
Goudburst Burial Board. 


Mr. THomas Mace, solicitor (of the firm of Kilby, Son, 
& Mare), of Chipping Norton and Bunbury, has been 
appointed Clerk to the E:.stone School Board. 


Mr. Ropert Marty, solicitor, of 157, Fenchurch-street, 
London, and Woodford, Essex, hus been appcinted a Com- 
missioner to Adminster Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in England. 

Mr. Tuomas James Newson, the city svlicitor, has been 
elected Chairman of the Lower Thumes Valley Joint 
Sewerage Board for the ensuing year. Mr. Nelson was 
admitted a solicitor in 1848, and formerly practised at 2, 
Hatton-court, Threadneadle-street. In 1862 he succeeded 
the late Mr. Charles Pearson in the office of city solicitor, 
and he has been for some years chairman of the Hampton 
Wick Lrcal B ard. 


Mr. Witt1am EowArp Parker, solicitor, of Barnsley, 
has Leen appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowl:dgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
West Riding of Yorkshire. 


Mr. Ricuarp Raprorp, solicitor, of Manchester, bas 
been appointed clerk to the Commissiuners of Income Tax. 
aod Land Tax for the Division of Manchester in the place 
of the late Mr. James Gill ; and Mr. Tuomas Joszru GIL, 
solicitor, of Manchester, has been appointed Assistant Clerk 
to the same Commissioners. 


Mr. Cuar.es Henny Stewant, senior es 98 judge of the 
Supreme Court of the Island of Ceylon, has been created a 
Companion of the Order of St. Michael and St, George. 
Mr. Justice Stewart was admitted an advocate of the Supreme 
Court of Ceylon in 1846, and was called to the bar at the 
Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1863, [He was appointed 
deputy Queen’s Advocate of Ceylon in 1852, and an acting 
puisne judge of the Supreme Court in 1864, and ho was 
confirmed in the same office in 1867. 

Mr. Gronur Woon, solicitor, of Rochfurd and Southend, 
hos been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Ackuowle — of Deeds by Married Women for the 
county of Kesex. 
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CONTEMPT OF COURT. 


Ar the sitting of the Bristol county court, on the 17th 
Mr. Clifton, addressing the judge (Mr. R. A. Fisher), 


‘gid his honour would recollect that Mr. George Edward 


Weare was the defendant in a care brought in that court a 
short timeago—an action of trespass, a Miss Rebecca Hum- 
s being the plaintiff. Inthe course of business on the 
ssyious day his honour handed dcwn to him, as solicitor 
the plaintiff, a letter addressed to his honour by the 
defendant. 

His Honour : I do not know the nature of the letter; I 
have not read it. 

Mr. Clifton, continuing, said the letter was handed to 
the —, who read it, and thinking it was disrespectful 
tohis honour, gave it to him (Mr. Clifton), and he accord- 
ingly gave notice to Mr. Weare, who was an articled clerk 
to a well-known firm of solicitors in the city, and who 

ised inthe court, to attend at the court that morn- 

and give an explanation of the letter. He hardly liked 

to trust himself to speak of the nature of the letter, it 

gemed to be so utterly unwarranted, but he would ask an 

officer of the court to read the letter if bis honour desired 
to have it read. 

His Honour: Id-n't desire to hear it. It seems Mr, 
Weare made every security that I should read it, for he sent 
itto meas a registered Ictter. 

Mr, Clifton was about to draw his honoar’s attention to 
that fact per. The only rule which he was bound to 
wy should be ad»pted under the circumstances was that Mr. 

eare should be commitied for a great contempt of that court. 
His bonour was aware that cases of the kind had been 
decided, anda very recent case was one in which a member 
of his own profession was concerned. It had been laid 
down that a county court, judge had not the power of deal- 
ing witha person who iasulted him outside his court, but 
where he was insulted in his court—in the face of his court 
—almost all the learned judges had decided that the judge 

d the power. Mr. Clifton read the 113th section of 
the Act of Parliament establishing County Courts, which 
was to the effect that, if any eee insulted a judge or any 
of the officers, it should be competent for the judge 
there and then to detain the person till the rising 
of the court, and then t» make out his warrant, 
cmmittiog him for any period not exceeding 
sevin days, or to fine him in a penalty not exceeding £5, 
Is might be contended that this was not an insult to the 
judge in the face of the court, but it had struck him—and 
nodoubt it had his honour—that when a letter was ad- 
dressed, as the letter in question was, to thejudge of the court, 
atthe court, and when it was registered, it was obviously in- 
tended to come tothe judge when he was sitting in his 
court. Therefore the insult could be said to have been 
committed in the face of the court, to have interrupted the 
course of business, and to have been an annoyance to the 
judge, Mr, Clifton read the judgment of several judges 
in a superior court, in a case of insult to a judge of a 
county court, bu’ it appeared that in this case the defendant 
was present in the court at the time. 

His Honour; In this case the defendant was not presen’. 
He had not the manliness to insult me in the court, He 
did so in an indirect, circuitous, and unmanly manner. 

Mr. Clifton went on to say that the judge had the au- 

jority to determine whether or not he had been insulted. It 
would be idle to say this was not an insult to thecourt because 

person was nut present. Mr. Clifton pointed out further 
that, us the letter was registered ond sent to his honour at 
the court, the intention was to insult the judge in the court, 
and said he had received a letter from the gentlemen with 
whom Mr. Weare was urtickd, who expressed their regret 
that the lett:r should have been written, and stated that 
. Weare himself (hav'ng thought the matter over) re- 
tted very much what he had done, and was ready to attend 
ore his Honour and tender a suitable apology, Mr. 
Weare was then present, and he (Mr, Clifton) did not wish 
mines the matter in a vindictive spirit, but he could not 
ie ling that he had beon guilty of an affront to his 


His Honour: I don’t ask him to make an apology. AsI 
erstand the gentlemen with whom he is articled do not 
Perove of his conduct, I leave it ontirely for him. Idon’t 
ow whether he isin court or not. 
Mr. Weare (who was in attendance) said he admitted be 





was not justified in writing the letter, and he was there to 


igive his Honour explanations and to offeran apology. He 


should like the letter read, which was not quite of the 
character Mr. Clifton had described it. He was under a 
mistaken impression at the time he wrote the letter. 
Might he ask this honour to read it. 
Mr. Clifton read the letter, which ran as follows :— 
“14, Brighton Park, Clifton, Bristol, 
** December 5th, 1877. 
‘* HUMPHREYS Vv. WEARE AND LANE. 

“ Sir,—As certain matters connected with this case must 
be fresh in your memory, I beg to give you notice in writing 
ofthe facts and circumstances conaected with the letter 
written to Mr. Olifton. 

“ Upto the time the l«tter was written the word ‘rent’ 
had not been used, or brought to my notice by the plaintiff, 
or any one in her behalf. The plaintiff, before we called 
had told Miss Budder and Miss Lane (and this was proved 
in evidence). that she intended to hand over the things to 
the creditors of Miss Fleury’s fa’her, and that she asserted 
no claim for rent to Miss Fleury, Miss Lane, or myself. 
Mr. Clifton’s correspondence bfore the action was com- 
menced contained no reference to, or asserted there waa 
any claim for rent. The claim attached tothe plaint was 
the first intimation of the claim for rent. 

‘* The letter to Mr. Clifton was written after the matter 
had been discussed by Mr. W. E. Lawrence, of the firm of 
Messrs. Burgess & Lawrence, Mr. W. J. Ruscombe Poole 
(a solicitor connected with the firm), and myself (all three 
being present at the same time), and was written because 
we thonght it probable that it might be asummary mode 
of recovering the things belonging to Miss Fleury, an al- 
most friendless girl, and which were then, and still are, 
improperly detained by the plaintiff. I protest against the 
severe terms in which you referred to my conduct. 
letter had nothing to do with the case before the court, 
and it was written in connection with a claim which would 
probably be the subject of another action, viz., the recovery 
of certain things and effects belonging to Miss Fleury, and 
still ix the plaintiff's possession. 

‘¢ Your honour stopped Mr. Poole at the time when he 
contended that the relationship of landlord and tenant 
did.not exist, and you referred him to a case which had 
no bearing on his contention. The case was that the 
plaintiff (Humphreys) hired one room of an owner of a 
house in the City-road, and sabsequently allowed Miss 
Feury to use the room jointly with herse'f (the plaintiff), 
and your honour laid it down as law that the relationship 
of landlord and tenant and a right of distress might exist 
of a thing incorporeal in its nature ani without a demise by 
deed ; and this, coupled with the severe condemnation of 
the letter, must have influenced the jury. As TJ find that 
I cannot now appeal to a superior court, I fear that there 
is no real redress, but the unusual circumstances of the 
case render it necessary, in justice to myself, t» take the 
somewhat unusual course of protesting azamst the animad- 
versions on my conduct, which I and persons who are 
acquainted with the real facts of the cas consider—and not 
without good civse—most unjustifiable. 

“Tam, Sir, your most obedient servant, 
**R, A. Fisher, Exq., &ce. Gro. E. Wears.” 


Mr. Clifton: I should think it would have been better 
not read. 

Mr. Weare: I wrote that letter— 

His Honour said he must remember that the case to 
which he referred in his letter passed out of his (the judge's) 
hands, and the verdict was given by the jury, who were 
the parties that cme to the conclusion about his (Weare’s) 
conduct. Both the learned couns:l who appeared for him, 
as well as Mr, Parkinson, knew that he put the case to the 
jury in a most impartial manner. 

Mr. Weare was about to refer to the case, when 

His Honour said he must distinetly understand that he 
could not then go isto the. merits of the case. The 
writing of the letter was the matter then before him, and 
the question was, Was be prepared to express his sincere 
regret for the s:andalous letter which he had addressed to 
him as judge ? 

; Mr. Weare: I do sincerely regret having written the 
etter, 

His, Honour remarked that if the letter had been 
addressed to bim by a poor suitor it would have gone into 
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the waste paper basket. He hoped it would be a warning, 
to him, for he must remember that the letter was not only 
an insult to him personally, but a contempt against the 
dignity and majesty of justice. If (said his honour) you are 
sincerely repentant— 

Mr. Weare: I am truly and sincerely repentant. 

His Honour: Very well ; so let it be. 





Sucieties, 


SOLICITORS BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday last, December 12, the fol- 
lowing being present:—Mr. Edwin Hedger (in the chair), 
Messrs. Keen, Mellersh (Godalming), Price, Rickman, 
Roscoe, Smith, Torr, and Williamson, with Mr. Liffe, 
secretary. A sum of £225 was distributed in grants of 
assistance, nine new members were admitted to the asso- 
ciation, and other general business transacted. 


LAW STUDENTS DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the usual weekly meeting of this society, held at the 
Law Institution, on Tuesday evening, the 11th inst., Mr. 
8. Garrett, M.A., in the chair, the question appointed 
for discussion was— An infant of the age of eighteen is 
articled to a solicitor for five years and a premium paid. At 
the expiration of two years the solicitor dies. Can a propor- 
tionate part of the premium for the unexpired term be re- 
covered from his representatives ?” Mr. 8S. J. Montague 
opened the debate in the affirmative, and was followed by 
Mr. Kirk ; Mr. Swain and Mr. Faller supported the nega- 
tive. At the conclusion of the debate, the chairman 
having summed up, the question on being put to the meet- 
ing was decided in the negative. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The usual fortnightly legal moot was held on Monday 
last at the Law Institution. The question was :—‘‘A., in 
sinking a shaft on his own land in order to win mines, 
causes a body of subterranean water underneath the land of 
B. (an adjoining proprietor) to be withdrawn, whereby a 

idence of B.’s land, and certain houses erected thereon 
for upwards of twenty years, takes place. Can B. maintain 
an action against A. for the injury sustained?” Mr. W. C, 
Owen, and Mr. H. J. Gidney, supported the affirmative, 
and Messrs. E.C. Rawlings and Joaquin the negative. The 
debate was conducted by a large number of members pre- 
sent. The president, Mr. Pickersgill, B.A., baving summed 
up the arguments brought forward, put the question to the 
meeting, when it was negatived. 

At the meeting at Clement’s-inn Hall, on Wednesday 
evening, the following question was discussed :—‘‘ That a 
Court of Appeal for criminal cas2¢ should be ettablished.”’ 
Messrs. Dowson and Kelhe supported, and Messrs. Antill 
and Loxton opposed. After the question had been fally dis- 
enssed, the chairman, Mr. Ward, summed up, and the motion 
was carried. 


LEEDS LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Monday last, the 
10th inst., at which the secretary presided in the absence 
of Mr. T. B. West, barrister-at-law. Mr. W. 1. Saville 
and Mr. 8. R. Meredith respectively opened the followin, 
question in the affirmative and negative :—‘‘ A., by will, 
ager aca hie real and personal estate to B. for 

ife, with remainder to his (B.’r) heirs. B. survives A., 
and dies intestate. Is the heir entitled to the personal 
estate?” and, on a vote being taken, it was decided in the 
affirmative. The following were the principal cases re- 
ferred to in the discussion:—De Beauvoir v. De Beauvotr, 
15 Sim. 163, and 3 HLL. C. 6243; Re Rootes, 1 Dr. & Sm, 
228 Gwynne vy. Muddock, 14 Ves. 483, 





egal News. 


Dr. Arthur Robarts Adams, Q.C., Recordder of Birmi 
bam, died suddenly on Thursday afternoon while s 
in Bagley Wood, near Oxford. The deceased, who 
his degree in 1835, was one of the senior fellows of §¢, 
John’s College, of which society he had been barsar for 
some years, having always taken a prominent part in 
matters affecting the welfare of the city. 


The Neue Preussische (Kreuz) Zeitung of November 27 
gives the following as the number of students attendi 
law lectures in the Prussian Universities for the summer 
session of 1877:—The total number is 2,221 (209 not 
Prussian). ‘The University of Berlin had the largest num. 
ber, viz., 785. At Bonn there were 244; in Breslau there 


were 431; Gdttingen had 283; in Greifswald, 105; in- 


Halle, 125; in Kiel, 26; at Kéaigsberg, 181 ; in Marburg, 
81. 
We announced some time ago that the Post Office author. 


-ities had in contemplation several important modifications 


in the regulations affscting the transmission of registered 
letters. ‘The proposed changes will take effect on and from 
the 1st of January next; and, stated briefly, will consist 
(1) in the reduction of the registration fee from 4d. to 2d.; 
(2) the registration of letters by rural post messengers on 
their rounds ; (3) compensation up to £2 in the event of a 
registered letter containing an enclosure of intrinsic value 
being lost in the post; and (4) the sale at all post-offices 
and by the rural post messengers of registered-letter 
envelopes, bearing a 2d. stamp for the payment of the re- 
gistration fee. These envelopes will eventually be of several 
sizes, but for the present two k’nds only will be issued, 
viz., 54in. by 34., and 6 by 3gin. They will be sold for 234. 
each, or 23. 24d. for a packet of twelve, the registration fee 
being, of course, included in the price; and the ordinary 
ostage must be prepaid by affixing ths neces-ary stamps. 
e apprehend, in view of certain evidence given before 
the Money Order Committee some time ago with r 
to the easy violation of ordinary envelopes, that those 
specially prepared for the enclosure of registered letters 
will be of a more secure and serviceable character than 
those in general use. Probably, too, they will be so marked 
or distinguished from the ordinary letterenvelope as to render 
unnecessury the somewhat antiquated practice of t 
registered letters with green striag, which prevails un’ 
this day. The compensation clause is hedged about with 
certain conditions, of which the following are the principal: 
—That the sender of the Jetter duly observed all the condi- 
tions of registration required; that it was enclosed in 4 
reasonably strong envelope; and, if it contained money, 
that it was enclosed in one of the special registered-letter 
envelopes sold by the post office. Application must be 
made to the secretary of the post office immediately the loss 
of a registered letier is discovered ; and when the complaint 
is that the contents of a letter have been abstracted, the 
envelope must accompany the application, otherwise the 
uestion of compensation will not be entertained. The 
ostmaster-Genersl, whose d-cision sha'l be final, must be 
satisfied that the loss occurred while the letter was in the 
custody of the British Pust Office and was not caused 
any contributory negligence on the part of the sender. 
letter intended to be registered must not be dropped into 4 
letter-box, but must be given to an agent of the post office, 
whether a postmaster, his assistant, or a rural post messen- 
ger. 





Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
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— 
V.0.Bicow. V.0.Harc,  MrJustice 
Monday, Dec. 17Mr. Ward Mr. Milne Mr. Koe 
Yeocees 18 Pemberton Merivale Clowes 
dnesday.... 19 Ward . Milne Koe 
Thursday .... 20 Pemberton Merivale Clowes 
Friday eevee 21 Ward Milne oe 
Saturday ..+6 Pemberton § Merivale Clowes 


The Christmas vacation will commence on Monday, the 24th 
day of December, and terminate on Saturday, the 5th day of 
January, 1878, both days inclusive. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
LONDON. 
MicHaELMAs SrrTine, 1877. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
(Continued from page 119.) 


QB 212 Rogers (F Bradley) v Anderson (N Willicombe) SJ 
QB 213 Bridgett (Same) v Bulmer Brothers (F Heritage) 
QB 214 Pearce (Same) v Same (Same) 

QB 215 Barham (S J Robinson) v Hall (G Blagden) 

CP 216 Beevers (Waltons, B & W) v Redway (FJ &GJI 


Braikenridge) SJ 
CP 217 ays) Bank, limd (Crosley & B) v Yule (Phelps & 


CP 218 = & - (J E Shearman & Son) v King (Hillearys 


Ex 219 Evans (Learoyd & Co) v New Civil Service Co-opera- 
tion, limd (A T Hewitt) SJ 

CP 220 ——— (Lowless & Co) v Palmer (Dawes & 

ons 

CP 221 Elmore & anr (Same) v Swettenham (W Batham) 

CP 222 Hoole (J C Stogdon) v Elibank (J Raven & Co) SJ 

QB 223 Cuffe (Morley & S) v Greaves (King & McMillin) SJ 

CP 224 Schrader (Walter & Moojen) v Great Eastern Ry Co 

_ (S Corfe) 8J 

QB 225 The London & Yorkshire Steam Ship Co, limd (Cat- 
tains, J & oy M Gledden (Hollams, Seon & C) SJ 

CP 226 Burrage (J B Pittman) v Ellis (H S Smith) 

QB 227 Chalmers & anr (W Harwood) v Keeling (W W 


Wynne) 
Ex 228 Girvin (Mercer & M) v Grant, Clark & Punchard 
(Ashurst, M & Co; Blunt, T & L) 
Ex 229 Birch (Same) v Same (Same) 
Ex 230 Vincent (Same) v Same (Same) 
Ex 231 Holt (Keene & M) v Kincey (Wood & H) 
Ex 232 Weet (W Tucker) v Bousfield (Sorrell & ~) 
QB 233 a (J McDiarmid) v Hollington & aur (Pattison, 


0) 
QB 234 a & anr. (A G Ditton) v Klein (Hollams, Son 


QB 235 Cuffs (Morley & S) v Short (Jones, A & J) SJ 

Ex 236 Rayner (Deane & L) v The Mayor &c, of Rotherham 
& onr (Stevens & Co) 

QB 237 Corbett (Ingledew, I & G) v White (C C Ellis & “ 

QB 238 Roy, Prichard & Co (J C Campbell) v Penney ( 


Hands 

Ex 239 Dawson (Miller & Miller) vy Grant & Clark & Pun- 
chard (Ashurst, M & Co; Blunt, T & L) 

CP 240 Claxton (C Smith) v Sutton & anr (Hicklin & V 

Ex 241 Arnold (Scott, J & T) v Lansdeli (Cullyer, B, W & R) 

CP 242 Amazon Tug & Lighterage Co, limd (Ashurst, M & 
Co) v Laing (J W Hickin) SJ 

QB 243 Copan, Ro &o (Stibbard, G & C) v Neil (W 

er 

Ex 244 Welsh Steam Coal Collieries Co, limd (Miller & M) v 
Gaskell (Few & Co) SJ 

QB 245 Mac Dougall (Haywards, K & S) v Walker & anr 

Mercer & M) SJ 
CP 246 Rathbone & ors (Freshfields & W) v Caldwell (J B 


Towse) SJ 

QB 247 Arnati & anr (Hollams, Son & C) v Gerich & Co 
Linklater & On 

CP 248 Brandt & ors (W A Crump & Son) v Koogler (Plews 


& Co) 8J 
QB 249 Hobbs Sons & sy London, Tilbury & Southend Ry 
Co (Hollingaworth & Co) 


QB 250 Hobbs, jun (Same) v Same (Same 

QB 261 reve (iollame, Son & 6) v ~ (Lowless & 
0 

Ex 252 Hunter (H C Nisbet & Co) v Steel & anr (dene) 

QB 253 Greon & ors (H Kimber & Co) v Gowland & ors 
Ellis & Crossfleld; Underwood & So 


ns 
_ Bx 254 Gammon (F Dollman) v Corporation uf the Hall of 
ty 


Arts & Scionces (Burchell 
CP 255 bfveed Toor & Curtls Hayward) v Churchill 
s . 256 Isaac (Digby & J) v Ellis (Blake & Snow) 
257 Smart (Lowless & Cv) v Romanes (Jackson & P) 


CP 258 Abrahams (Noon & C) v Mordecai (L Lewis) 

QB 259 Anderson, Anderson & Co (Hollams, Son & C) v 
Thos Stephens & Sons (Lowless & Co) SJ 

CP 260 Luke Thomas & Co, limd (Markby, T &S) v West, 
Duvallon & Co (W S Fox) SJ 

CP 261 one & anr (E F B Harston) v Isaacs & anr 


WH ) 
CP 262 Scamey (In Person) v Hamilton (Mead & D) 
CP 263 The Val de Travers ite Paving C»,- limd (Ellis 
& Crossfield) v North Met Tram Co (HC Godfray 


SJ 
QB 264 = Bergue (Pritchard & Scns) v Tanner (Taylor, M 


QB 265 Leekey (Chorley & C) v Ward (Patey & W) 

CP 266 Peters (Allin & G) v Lovejoy & anr (H S Austin) 

QB 267 The Northumberland Steam es Co, limd, & 
ors (Flux & Le v Peirano (Lyne & H) SJ 

QB 268 Pappa (Hollams, Son & C) v Lean & ors (Elmslie 


0) 
Ex 269 Redway (F J & G J Braikenbridge) vy Cumming 
(Waltons, B & W) SJ 
QB 270 —— (Billinghurst & W) v Prichard (J C Camp- 


CP 271 | oy Se (Burgoynes, M B & T) v Woods (Watson, 


on 

QB 272 Perey Co (Cowdel!, G & B) v Findley & Co(W J 

oster 

QB 273 Hardi Morgan & G) v London Tramway Co 
lima (Hf o Gouker) SJ : 

Ex 274 Bedford (Terrell & H) v Wilkins (G J & P Vander- 


__ Pump) 
QB 275 Bartram, Harvey & Co (W Morley) v Wickens (In 


Person) 

QB 276 Yorke (Chinery & A) v London, Brighton & South 
Coast Ry Co (Norton, R & Co) SJ 

CP 277 Stoneham (Stoneham & L) v Davies & ors (H&A 


Young) 
Ex 278 McMullen & Co (Stocken & J) v Walker (C E Gold- 


ri 
Ex 279 enter & ors (W R Preston) v Crabb (J Hudson) 
Ex 280 ow (Stocken & J) v Morrison & ors (Flux & Co) 
S 


QB 281 Baldwyn & anr (Freeman & B) v Scott (W Walker) 

CP 282 Turner (Angove) v Barker (M Dolan) 

Ex 283 Johnson & ors (H W Christmas) vy Grant & Co 
(Rooks, K & Co) 

Ex 284 Lewis (Learoyd & Co) v Derby (Wellborne & Son) 

Ex 285 De Ritter (W A Plunkett) v Marriott (J T Moss) 

Ex 286 Butterworth & anr (Gregory, R & Co) v Central 
Bank of Lendon (Hollams, Son & C) SJ 

Ex 287 Walford (Houghtons & B) v Paine (West, K & A) 

CP 288 San, ee & J) v Thompson & anr (F W 


Snell 
QB 289 Dene, Trustee, &¢ (Morley & S) vy McEwen (FL 


Soames) 
CP 290 Keighley & anr ny Gething) v Smyth (Rooks & Co) 
B 291 F bay (Stokes, S & S) v Graves & anr (Ingledew, 


Q 
G 
CP 292 mee (Harcourt & Mc A) v Chennell (Fo:d, LEB 
CP 298 ae (Fras Scott) v Wakelin (Woodbridge 
QB 294 Leese (Jno Frost) v Household (Field, R & Co) 
QB 295 Money (J F Hazeldine) v The London Rice Mills Co, 
limd (Hollams, Son & C) 
Ex 296 Michael (Wilkinson & H) v Birnie (Stockea & J) 
Ex 297 Peach (Morgan & G) v Hawkins (Faithfull & 0) 
Ex 298 Tunbull (Learoyd, L & P) v Ward (H W Carist- 


mas 
CP 299 Rasen Farlow & J) v Morris (Monckton, Son & L) 
QB 300 Challis (J W Few) v Smith & ors (H _W Liadus) 
G P 301 Benjamin (J Rexworthy) v Green'and (L. Goldberg) 
QB 802 Wells, Fargo & Co (G@ & W Webb) v Valentiae (HC 


Godfray) 

QB 303 Sabato Son & Co (Hollams, Son & G) v Fletcher 
Waltons, B & bef SJ 

CP 304 Blackwood & ors (J Rae’ ae Se SJ 

QB 305 Sheffield Wagon Co, limd (Bell, B & G) v Keaway & 
anr (Vizard & Co 

Ex 306 Bunting (C A Swaine) v Sarjent (Venning, R & V) 

C P 307 Lovegrove (Harcourt & McA) v Wood (C D Watson) 

QB 308 The Admiralty (Hare & Fell) » Shephard & ors 
(Hollama, Son & C) SJ 

Ex 309 Hutchinson (J Pettingill) vy Maloolma (C C Ellis & 


Co; 

QB 310 Comhaw (Plows, I & H) v Smith Magy! & 4 

QB 811 Wingate, Birrell & Co (Hollama, &C) v ter 
(Waltons, B & § 

QB 312 Potter, Wilson & Co (Same) v Home & Colonial 
Insurance Co (Flux & Co) § 

QB 313 Same (Same) v Archangel Tasarance Co 
(Freshfields & W) SJ 





QB 314 Same (Same) ¥ Reies (Same) SJ 
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QB 315 Same (Same) v Silva (Same) SJ 
Ex 316 Evans (Bower & C) v Eaten & ora (Cole & J) F 
Chy 317 Major oP pee & Son) v Oppenheimer (Pil- 


grim & P) SJ ; 
QB 318 Biphosphated Guano Co, limd (Hollams, Son & C) v 
runing & Co (W W Wynne) sJ 
QB 319 Gilchrist (F Bradley) v The Falkland Islends Co 
Bischoff & C 


0) 

CP 320 Hillary & Wife (Francis Scott) vy London & S.uth- 
Western Ry Co (M H Hall 

QB 321 Sheffield Wagon Co, limd (Bell, B & G) v Cockey 
Moor Colliery Co (Smith, F & L) 

CP 322 Isaac (Digby & J) v Share (Gregory, R & Co) 

CP 323 Lawford (Harcourt & M) v Owen (Fowler & Co) 

Ex 324 Mylchreest (B W Christmas) v Dixon (Crook & S) 

CP 325 General Steam Navigation Co & ors (W Batham) v 
The Liverpool, Braz'l1 & River Plate Steam Naviga- 
tion Co, limd (Pritchard & Sons) 

Ex 326 Smith & anr (W A Plunkett) v Hopcraft & ors (H M 
Sydney; E D Lewis) 

QB 327 Kavelaars & anr (Pritchard & Sons) v F Schiller & 
Co (Singleton & T) 

QB 328 Same (Same) v Gatt (Same) 

QB 329 Gosman & anr (Stibbard, G & C) vw Sigg & anr 
(Hollams, Son & C) 

QB 330 Hearfield & anr (Pritchard & Sons) v Reynolds ( Harri- 


sons) 
Ex 331 Whitwham (Champior, R & P) v Cooper (Foes & 


8) 
QB 332 Julian (Chorley, C & C) v Brown (J T Mose) 
QB 333 Smithuijsen (Lewis, M & L) v The City (Linklater & 


Co) SJ 

QB 334 Liefmana & ors (Hollams, Son & C) v Phillips 
(Pritchard, E & Co) SJ 

CP 335 Arnold (Farlow & J) v Wake (Lowless & Co) 

QB 336 ——~ (Pritchard & Sons) v Baxter & anr (Travers, 


S &B) 
CP 337 Rom Tee & Co (Piesse & Son) v Farache (Saundera, 


QB 338 Ingram (Lewis, Munns & Co) v Fawcus (W Starkey) 

CP 339 Weinstein & anr (Parker & Clarke) v Russian Steam 
Navigation & Co (Hollams, Son & C) SJ 

CP 340 wanes & ora (Same) v Pellier (Kearsey, Son & H) 


CP 341 Salomons (Ashurst, M & C) v Bradwell & ors (Juhn- 
son, U & Co) SJ 
Ex 3242 Ciark (Lindsay, M & G) v James & ora (Thompson, 


Ex 33 The London St-amboat Co, limd (Newman, S & H)v 
Head (Waltons, B & W) SJ 
CP 344 — (H W Vallance) v Tr.nch & anr (Cope & 


CP 345 Tuck (W R Philp) v Churchill (Abbott & Cv) 

QB 346 The St James’ Baak, limd (F L Keays) v Noble 
(W C Smith) 

Ex 347 ——— (Gowing & M) v Holcroft & Booth (Pilgrim 


CP 8 Deutschman (Stephen Scott) v Henry (Rogera & ° 
QB #9 Walls & - oy Person) v Henderson & anr (Lough- 


borough ) 
QB 350 Campbell & Co (Wil'iamson, H & Co) v Merritt & 
anr (J Mackrell & Co) 
5 lor (B W Nind) v Hunstone (W A Crump & Sonj 
CP 252 Ellis (Parker & Clarke) v The Northumberland Steam 
Sh pping Co (Flux & L) SJ 
CP 253 Mcore (S Bettely) v Morgen (Lewis & Sons) 
CP 354 —- & Co (Freeman & B) v Berk & Co (W 


) 
Ex 355 ov (J RB Bailey) v Vander Zee (Simpson & 


QB 356 Patten (G B-own) v The North Metropolitan Tram- 
ways Co (H C Godfray) 

QB 257 Bowles (Pearce & Son) v Purser (J D Blake) 

CP 358 Baston (C M Elborsugh) v Saunders & ors (In Person) 

Ex 359 Godard s" Arnold) v Hayes & ors (In Person) 

CP & Malia (J F Terry) v Rochester & Fox (Stoneham 


& 
QE @l The Bank of Montreal (Bischoff, B & B)vH HA 
on en a rate, oA. uf e 
¥ TOW ontagu) v McDonald (W M rd 
CP 263 Wagstaff & ors (Darker & Clavke) fone see ors 
QEMwM Grant (es ria Ni % “4 Holland & 
win Norton) v Holla ! 
ent TE. a, 00) 65 anr (CC Ellis & 
Cooper tagu) v Rowlands & anr (W M. rd 
CP 06 Irvine (Waltons, B & W v Woras (F radley SJ ’ 
Z A Plankett) v Reidy (J J Keily 
Ex YU Surry (J J Harlow) v Balne (Stocken & J 
UA Boneham (Sonchem & L) v Davies & ors (HK A 


oung) 
QB 370 Kattengall & Campbell (Hollame, Son & Roy 
Mail Steam Packet Vo (Wilson, B'& C) ty x: 








Ex 371 Chadwick (C Baylis) v Corbett & anr (Jenkinsca & 

Ex 372 The National Provincial Bank of England (Sole, T 
K) v Hodson (erent 

CP 373 Blydenstein & ors (Clarkes, R & C) v Krauss & anr 
W R Philp) 


Ex 374 Brown & oe (GH Finch) v Rosher (W H Hudson) 
Cby 375 Cartwright (In Person) v Burrell (In Person) SJ 

Ex 376 Westcott (Jones, B & Son) v Baker pw Co) 
QB 3877 Dick & Co (W Morley) v Excelsior Oil Co (Layton 


& ; 
Ex 378 Felt (Chester, U & Co) v Great Northern Railway 
(Zo be continued.) 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Dec. 14, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cent, Consols, 95 fx d Annuitiss, April, °85, 0} 

Ditto for Account, Jan. 4,953 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug, 1908 

Do. 3 per Cent. Redneed, #53 Ex Bills ,£1000, 24 porCt. 2 pm 
New 3 per Cont., 95§ Dit», £500, Do, 2 pm. 

Do. $$ perCent., Jan. ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £2, 2 pm. 

Do. Ht perCent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, — per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’78 Ct, (last half-year’, 258 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 Ditte for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind.Stk.,5 per Cent., July, °80,1¢34, Enf.Pr.5§ per Cnt., May, 89 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cont, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88, i02} April, ’64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. '73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 814 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Enf.Pr,, 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOOK. 





Railwaye. «|Cloring Price, on Or 
given 


solicit 





Stock | Bristol and Exeter 
Stock |Caledonian 
Stock |Glasgow and South-Western ..., 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock , 
Great Northern ; 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western—Original.......00..+s006 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ...... 
London, Brighton, and South Co 
|London, Chatham, and Dover... 
London and North-Western ,., 

















London and South Western........009s0s+e080e9) 
|Mancheater, Sheffield, and Lincoln .e.seseore 
Metropolitan 
Do., Distriet 
Midland......... 
North British 
Stock| North Eastern 
Stock North London 
Stock’ North Staffordshire .10...-..ccessesesseeses 
Btock [Goeth Devon 
Stock! South-Eastern 


* A receives no dividend util 6 per cent, has been paid to B. 












































BIRTHS, MARRIAGFS, AND DEATHS. 


x BIRTHS. 
Bruce—Dec, 12, at 31, Upper Merrion-street, Dublin, the wife 
of William R. Bruce, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Wnricut—Dec. 9, the wife of William Wright, of Dar.ford, 
Kent, solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGE, 
Goatr—Apams—Dec. 5, at Attleborough, W. R. Goat®, solicl- 
tor, to Mimie, daughter of J, Adams, 


DEATHS, 
Curpitt—Dec. 5, at St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, Alfred Cutbill, 
batrister-at-law, of 7, King’s Bench-walk, Tom le, aged 41. 
Hitis—Dec, 8, at Worthing, Octavius Lilburae Hills, of 15 
Jobn-street, Bodfurd-row. 
Scovit—Dec, 7, at 35, Weymonth-street, Portland-place, 
William H. S8covil, of St. John, New Bruoswick, barr ster- 
at-law, aged 37. 





LONDON GAZETTES, 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 


Fatpar, Dec. 7, 1677. 
Boxter, Robert, and Markham Spofforth, Victoria st, Westminster, 
solicitors, ov 27 F 


Tumspay, Dee 11, 1677, 
ee Joho, and Joseph Bradbury, Astton-under-Lyne, solicitors 





nt, 


| 
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Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fripay, Dec. 7, 1877. 
Lusirep tw Caancery. 

Bonville’s Court Coal and Iron Company, Limited.—By an o:der made 
by V.C. Hall dated Nov 30, it was ordered that the above company 
be woun? up. Randall and Angier, Gray’s inn place, solicitors fur 
the petitioner 

Brittany Minerals Company, Limited.—Petition for winding uo, pre- 
sented Dec 6, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on Dec 21. 
Hillearys and Taylor, Fenchurch buildings, solicitors for the peti- 


tioner 

Gold Company, Limite1.—Petition for winding up, presented Dec 3, 
directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon, on Saturday, Dec 15, Kerly, 
Great Winchester st, so icitor for the petiticner 

Holloway Brewery Syndicate, Limited.—V.C .Hall has fixed Saturday, 
Dec 15, at 12, at his chambers, ss the time and pluce for the sppoint- 
ment of an official liquidator 

Imperial Investment Association, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Tues- 
day, Dec 18, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place for the 
appointment of an official liquidator 

James Anderson and Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Hall, dated Nov 30, it was ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Montegu, Bucklersbury, solicitor for the petitioner 

Margate Skating Rink, Concert Hall, Swimming Baths, and Aquarium 
Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented Dec 6, 
¢irected to be heard before V.C. Hall, on Friday, Dec 21. Richard- 
gon and Sadler, Golden sq, solicitors for tha petitione:s 

TuxspDay, Dec. 11, 1877. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Bournemouth Winter Garden Company, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing vp. presented Dec 10, directed to be heard before V.C. Hail on 
Dec 21. Herbert, Gracechurch st, solicitor for the petitiorers 

Lyttles Cast Steel Company, Limited.—Créaitors are required, on or 
before Jan 8 to send their names and addresses, acd the pirticulars 
of their debts or claims to James Henry Thornton, Finsbury place, 
South. Monday, Jan 2], at 12, is appointed for hearing and acjudi- 
cating upoa the debts and claims 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALTI. 

Ambrose Lake Tin and Copper Mining Company, Limited.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Dec 6, directed to ba heard befure the 
Vice-War.ien, at the Law Institution, Chancery iane, on Wednesday, 
Dec 19, atll. A‘'davits intended to be used at the hearing, in op- 
position to the petition, must be filed at the registrar’s office, Truro, 
on or bef re Dec 15, and no'ice thereof must at the same time be 
given to the petitioners or their solicitors, Hodge and Co, Truro, 
solicitors for the petitioners 


Cred:tors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Nov. 23, 1877. 
Brooks, Thomas, Chatham, Gent. Dec20. Reader v Lester, V.C. Hill. 
Woodgate, Star Hill, Rochester 
Eaton, William, Stamford Baron, Northampton. Dac 29. Eaton v 
Eaton, V.C. Malins. Atter, Stamtord 
Fisher, John, St Jamas’s st, Esq. Dec ls, Fisher vy Rob'nioa, V.C. 
Malins. Fisher, O.d Jewry chambers 
Frrpay, Nov, 30, 1877. 
Irlam, George, Park st, Grosvenor sq, Esq. Jan 8, Whitley vy Whit- 
ley, M.R. Whitey and Maddock, Liverpool 
Lindegren, Andrew, Red Bull Wharf, Thames st, Merchant. Dec 31 
Blackbeard v Lindegren and Batson v Lindegren, V.C, Malias 3 
Michael, Ann, Thornbury, Gloucester. Janl. Harwood v Michasl, 
M.R. Scarlett and Gwynne, Thornbury 
Rogers, Thomas, Addle st, Wholesale Shirt Manufacturer. Dee 24, 
Rogers v Rogers, V.C. Malina, Coward, Moorgate 8: 
Tuxepay, Dec 4, 1877. 

Bosch, Sydney, Brooke st, Holborn, Printer. Jan 18. Binns v Beach, 
V.C. Malins, Head, Chancery lane 
Carnell, Rimmellion, Stone Pitts, Kent. Jan 1. 

V.0, Hall. Kingsford and Co, Essex st, Strand 


Carnell v Carneil, 


Carter, John, Pentonvile rd, Islington, Wine Merehant. Jan 10. 
Carter v Greenhill, V.C, Hail. Holmes, Fenchureh st 
Chamberlain, Sarah, Blue Anchor lance, Bermondsey. Jan4. Alex- 


ander vy Chamberlain, M.R. Washington, Trivity sq, Southwark 
Edwards, James, Wolstanton, Stafford, Gent, Dec 31, Edwards v 
Edwards, M.R. Paddock, Hanley, Stafford 
Hare, Thomas, Wyke Regis, Dorset, Forage Contractor, Dac 28. 
Sheletr v Hare, V.C, Bacon. King, Queen Victoria st 
delfs, Cha: les, Ambroxden, Oxford, Farmer. Dc 21. Gallop v Jelfe, 
V.C, Hall. Walvh, Bicester, Ox ‘ord 
jobson, Ebenezer Septimus, Hartlepool, Durham, Merchant, Jan 10. 
Jobsonv Jobson, M.R. Belk, Hartlepow 
Keast, James, College terrace, Islington, Builder. Dec 31. Bagster v 
Criper, V.C, Malins, Hedges, Red Lion sq, Bloo nebury 
Matthews, Cubitt John, Lessingham, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan 5, Rayson 
¥ Matthews, M.R, ‘Torrand Co, Bedford row 
Morley, David, Mellis, Suffolk, Farmer, Dec 31, Taylor v Morley, 
0. Hall, Burton and Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
ley, John, Preston, Lancashire, Coal Merchant, Dec 14, Horridge 
¥ Mayor, District Rogistrar. Turner aid Son, Proston 
White, John. Blenheim grove, Peckham, Gent. Jan 1. White ¥ White, 
V.0, Malins, Haines, Great Marlborough st 
Faivay, Dec, 7, 1877. 
Astley, Froderick Bornard, Burg Hall, Norfolk, Gent, Jan 4, 
wards v Astley, M.R. Hanse !, Norwich 
mer, Wiliam Healy, Manor rd, Bormondsey, Jan 10, Jacobs y 
Is, V.C. Hall, Robinson, Christchurch pissaze, Newgate st 


udley, John Wonracott, Buckingham, Metal Broker, Jan 10. 
Chudley ¥ Chudloy, V.C, Hall, Ford, Exoter 

Charles Alexander, Marylebone rd, Artist in Stained Glaw. 

31. Curniok v Gibbs, V.C, Mating, Seaman, Southampton row 

» Robert Brooke, Brighton, Sussex, Jan}. Leman v Morgan, 

V.C. Ha!l, Leman, Lincoln’s inn flelds 

Roberis, Whytham, Hagley, Stockport, Iankeoper, Jan 4. Cheetham 


¥ Roberts, MR, Johneton, Brorager' woe ¥ Wel, V0 
¥ 0 . . 
Bacon. Van Sandau, King. ‘t, Choapelite : 





Wolff, Ernst, Dresden, Bax t. Smt, 
Eligaboth, Stone. Jan 10, Harris v Harris, V.0. Hall, ' 


Piabwiok, Sione 


Toespay, Dec. 11, 1877. 


Anderson, Joseph Dirniey, Leeis, Grocer. Jan 10. Anderson ¥ 
Anderson, V.C. Hall. eg Leeds 

Arnold, Rev Richard Aldous, Ello rh, Saffolk, Jaa 12. Arnold ¥ 
Arnold, M.R. Rix and Rix, Beccles 

Birkett, John, Ainstable, Cumberland, Farmsr. Jan 10. Birkett v 
Bothwick, V.C. Hall. Tnomson, Workineton 

bs i Elizabeth, Westmoores, Dorset. Jan 1!. Parker v Pateys, 

-R, Cox, Ringwood 
Duke, Robert Rawson, Cerne Abbas, Dorset, Surgedn. Jau LI. 


Hannah v Duke, M.R. Andrews, Dorchster 
George, Thomas, Ox ford terrace, Chelsea. Jan8. Crofts v George, 
V.C. Hall. Pamphilion, John st, Adelphi 
Griffin, William Thowas, Church st, Stoxe Newington, Baker. Jan 
10. Bond v Griffin, V.C. Malins. D dd, jun, New Broad st 
Heyworth, James, jan, Manchester, Corn Dealer. Jan6. Heyworth 
v Heyworth, District Registrar, Prestoa. Grandy and Co, Man- 


chester 

Rowlands, William, Llanbenian, Anglesea, Farmer. Jan 10. Row- 
lands v Pierce, V.C. Hall. Jone’, Bangor 

Waite, Henry, Victoria st, Westminste-, Stock Broker. Dec 31. 


Mounsey v Richardson, V.C. Bacon. Hughes, New Broad st 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 


Faipay, Nov, 30, i877. 
Adams, Benjamin, Cardiff, Shipwright Jini. Bradley, Cardi? 
Alloway, Joseph James, Greenwich, Ken", Gent. Jaa3l. Marchaat 
and Purvis, George yard, Lombard st 
Barlow, John, Wimbledon park, Surrey, Esq. Feb 1. Bower ani 


Cotton, Chancery lane 

Beech, Edwin Aspinall, L'anrwst, Denbigh, Licensed Victual’er. Jan 
15. Griffith, Llanrwst 

Briggs, Rawdon, Birstwith Hal!, York, Esq. 
Bradford 

Brook, Thomas, Leeds, Sinitary Taube Morchint. Jan 23. Hoppsand 
Bedford, Lesd 


Jaal. Taylor and C2, 


3 
Brooke, William, Margate, Kent, Solcitor, Dec 31. Elwsas aad 
Sharpe, Furnival’s ina 


Browne, William, Trevor terrace, Knightsbridge, Geat. Dec 31. 
Simpson and Co, Mo:rg ate st 

Butterfield, Guilelmas Tertius, Forest hill, Keat, Gent. Jan 10. 
Wailke:, Norfoik st, Strand 

Carte-, Atkio, Leeds, Gent. Jan 22. Harland, Leeds : 

Clark, William, Bali court, Gi'tsour st, Gent. Dec 22. Robiason, 


Christchurch passage, Newgate st 
Dznison, Charles Albert, sen, United S rvice Clab, Pell Mall. Jan 6. 
Lee ani Pembertons, Lincoln’s inn fie!ds 
— Thomas Lidd‘e, Hayton, Cumberiand, G:nt, Jaal. Sau’, 


thisle 
Frappell, John, Emboroush, Somerset, Gent. Jan 2!. Hippisley, 


Bristol 
Harrison, John, Preston, Lancastire, Hawker. Jan 1. Cooper, 


Jan 1. 


Pitmin ani 


Dee 27. Walliams and Ce, 


ton 
Harrison, John, Great Amwell, Hertford, Esq. Feb 1, Cobhamand 
24. Griffith, Newcastle 
Ho*s n, Elizabeth Jagger, Northwich, Cheshire. Fletcher, 
Hoyle, John, Mytholomroyd, Halifax, Commission Agent. Jan 7. 
nsfield and Sager, Todmorden 
Jan 26. 
Lane, Nicholas lane, Lombard 3 
Kilby, Joseph, Northampt n, Ironfounter’s Foreman. Mare 1. Daaals 
Leigh, Mary, Hartford, Chesaire, Dee3!. Filetchar, Northwich 
Linacre, Catharine, Derby. Jan 14. Robotham, St Alkmuad's 
botham, St Alkmunds 
May, Aeron, St Swithin’s lane, Fruitere-. Dec 31. Roberts, South 
Morley, George, Aslockton, Nottingham, Yeo nan. Dec 21. Bassitt, 
Wainfleet 
Ind:a chambers, Leadenhall st 
Pateman, Ann, Wiggenhall, York, Jani. Jarvis, King’s Lyon 
ely 
Price, Mary, Uxbridge rd, Shevherd's Bush, Fed 1, Chambecaia, 
Basinghall st 
Lincoin’s inn fields 
Richardeon, Ellen, Brighton, Jan 9. Sowton, Chichester 
Rosser, James, CarJif® Retired Painter, Jan i. Bradley, Cantitt 
Smith, Joseph, Dover, Gent. Doct, Fie'ding, Dover vest 
ak 
Allea and Co, Princess st, Manchester 
Speakman, Thomas, Bowling, Bradford, Jan. Bointoa, Lents 
place, Ho!born 
Stannard , William, Colchester, Essex, Gent. Dee 31. Tarner and Co, 
Stansfleld, Hanzah, Todmorden, Lancashi-e. Jan 7. Stans li and 
Sager, ‘Todmorien 
Jani. Sart 
and Cy, Abchurch lane 
Straford, 
lain, Giement’s ina 
Thompson, Frances, Kettoa, Ratland, Febdt. Crawley and Arnold, 
be = Franves, Walton ar Chesterfield, Fed 2. Bunting, Ches er- 
Unwin, T-aac, Rotherham, Cooper, Jan t, Hoyle, Rotherham 
White, Thomas, Lescaut, Tate » Deak Thow 


Hinds, James Alfred, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Wine Merchant. Dec 
Northwich 
Hatchine, Anna Maria, Lymington, Hants. 
and Faulkner, Northampton 
Linacre, John, Ambergate, Derby, Timber Merchant, Jaa if Reo 
sq, Gray’s inn 
Odling, Frances, North terraca, Mile End. Dec 10, Rogers, East 
Pinede, Elizabeth, Surbiton, Surrey, Doc 27, Hore, Liacola’s icn 
Railton, William, Onslow sq, Brompton. 
Rogers, Reginald, Carwinion, Corawall. Dee 15. Rogers, Falmouth 
Smith, Sydney Alexander. Pendleton, Linzasnure, Mere sans 
Scuth, Ano, Stai.os, Middlesex. Jan 5. Howitt aad Alexaad:r, Bly 
Colehestor 
Stephens, John, Westbourne creseent, Hyde-park, Bag. 
Robort Cooper, Toroato, Cana fa, Solicitor, Jaa 31, Chambat- 
Whitehall place 
Uowin, Hannah, Clifton Mount, Rotherham. Jani. Hoyle, Rother 
pron, Lancaster 
Widdowson, Bilsabeth Cook, Holgate Dill, York. Doe 3, Ooba, York 
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Winnett, Mary Leavey, Norwich. Jan 10. Colman, Argyle st, 
Regent st 
Wright, Sarah, Derby. Jan 14. Robotham, St Alkmnnd’s 
Tuespay, Dec. 4, 1877. 
Carreck, John, Claygate, Thames Ditton, Gardener. Jan 3l. Ashurst 
and Co, Old Jewry ‘ 
Charlton, Dennis Rigden, Tonbriige, Kent, Land Surveyor. Feb 28, 
Wightwick, Folkestone 
Cook, Herbert Daniel, {Graigfelen, Swansea, Esq. Jan 21. Kemp- 
thorne and Son, Neath 
Crossley, Ellzabeth, Sandal Magna, York, Jan 1. Dixons and Horne, 
Waketield 
Crossley, Margaret, Newmillerdam, York, Jan. Dixonsand Hor ne, 
Wakefield 
Dunn, Elenor, Ovingham, Northumberland. Janl. Forster and Co, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Dann, Robinson, Matfen, Northumberland, Gent, Janl. Forster and 
Co, Newcastie-upon-Tyne P 
Edgar, Edward Stanford, Dartford, Kent, Veterinary Surgeon. Jan 6. 
Colyer, John st, Ade'phi 
Emsley, John Skirrow, Fern Bank, York, Gent. Jan1. Dunning and 
Kay, Leeds 
Fletcher, George Henry, Devonport rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Gent. Jan 1. 
Shearman, Gresham st 
Gage, John Stephens, Brixton rd, Surrey, Gent. Jan 16. Hill and 
8on, Old Broad st 
bg Henry James, West Dulwich, Surrey, Esq. Jan 31. Hughes, 
Balham 
Harris, Wiliam. Mansell st, Aldgate, no occupation. April1. Gard- 
ner, St Mary Axe 
— Edward Anthony, Aston Hall, Derby, Esq. Janl. Smith, 
erby 
Ketley, Mary Anne, Cambridge st, Edgwarerd. Jaa 3. Valpy and 
Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Macnair, Anne, Upper Hamilton terrace, St John’s wood. Jan 11, 
Ashuret and Co, Old Jewry 
Manrigy, David, Albion st, Hyde-park. Feb 1. Lane and Andrews, 
Essex st, Strand 
Mi'ward, Charler, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Esq. Dee 15. 
Whaeteley and Co, Birmingham 
Morant, Caroline, Brighton. Feb 1. Domville and Co, New sq, 
Musker, Robert, Southport. Dec 31. Harvey and Co, Liverpool 
Newbold, Francis, Seutliport, Gent. Dec3!. Grundy and Co, Bury 
Parrey, Jane, Northampton General Lunstic Asylam, Northampton. 
Jan15. Garrard and Co, Suffolk st, Pall Mall East 
Pearce, Lewis, Glouce ter, Innkeeper. Jani. Lovegrove and Bryan, 
Gloucester 
= Elizabeth, Redland, Bristol. Jan 31. Gwynn and Co, 
risto! 
7 , Sampson, Redland, Bristol, Gent. Jan 31. Gwynn and Co, 
ristol 


Read, James, Mildenhall, Suffolk,Gent. Dec24. Jand J Read 

Robotham, William Hall, Torquay, Devon, Retired Licensed Victualler, 
Jan 15. Tompkins, York place, Portman 

Rogers, Francis, Kensington park gardens, Bayswater, Gent. Feb 1, 
Angell and 0», Gresham st 

Rose, Thomas, Mosborough, Derby, Farmer. March 1. Alderson and 
Son, Eckington 

Simkins, William, Mansfield, Nottingham, Watch Maker. Dee 21. 
Maltby, Mansfield 

Southern, Francis, Broomhill, Sueffi:ld, Gent. Decl5. Rodgers and 
Co, Sheffield 

Turner, Martha, Leyton Green, Essex. Jan 42. Mee, Great Win- 
chester st buildines 

Wadsworth, John Henry, Ovenden, Halifax, Architect. March 1. 
Emmet and Co, Halifax 

Fripay, Dec. 7, 1877. 

Baty, William, Upperby nr Carlisle, Builder. Jan 5, Saul, Carlisle 

Beare, Sarah, Cromer, Norfolk. Feb 1. Wilkinson, North Walsham 

Borrelli, Clemente, Farnham, Surrey, Jeweller. Jan4, Knight and 
Ward, Farnham 

“oe — Tooley st, Southwark. Jan 23, Arkcoll and Oo, 

‘ooley 8' 

Cale, orn Malvern Wells, Worcester. Jan 1. Coventry, Upton- 
on-Severn 

be Ann, Stockton-on-Tees. Dec 31. Dodds and Co, Stockton-on- 

‘ees 


Corbett, George, Worcester, Veterinary Surgeon. Jan 18. Hill, 
Worcester 

Crombie, General Thomas, Half Moon st. Jan 31. Lucas and Son, 

Po st 
avies, Owen, Conservative Club, St James’ st, Esq. Jan 18, 
Bennett and Co, New eq, Lincoln’s inn : ? 

Dumpe", George, Totton, Southampton, Brewer. Feb], Footner and 
Son, Romsey 

Ellis, Robert Staunton, Gloucesterrd, Kensington, a Member of tha 
Council of India. March 1. Bowker and Co, Bedford row 

Fiintoft, Joma Tamen, Llang adfan, Montgomery, Esq. Jan 20. Munby 


and Son, Yor 
Geldard, Jane, Barnard Castle, Durham. i, 
‘Darlington 5 » Durham. Jan Hugh and Co, 
bg ow Henry Janes, West Dulwich, Surrey, Esq. Jan 31. Hughes, 
am 


ey Edward, Cam, Gloucester, Gent. Jan 22. Vizard and Co, 
Hollinshead, John, North’ Seek,” Sore se ee bas my 
Hopkina, ‘lok; Tidmerch nt Heuling, Eaq. Jan 15, Lake anf Co 
Jervis, pny tl Salford, Lancashire, a Feb 1 See 
King, Willian Wietnen ath Lewisham High rd, Gent. Jan 18 

Marchant and Purvis, George yard, Lombard st é é 


Leigh, Thomas, Trinity Almshouses, Mile End rd, Retired Trinity 
Pilot. Feb1. Lewis and Watson, Gracechurch st 

Luck, Edward, Merrow, Surrey, Yeoman. Jan17, Hollestand Mason, 
Farnham 

— William, Bristol, Retired Grocer. Feb4. Fussell and Co, 


risto: ‘ 
bso John, Tonbridge, Kent, Farmer. March 1. Stsnning, Ton. 
ridge 


Moreton, Hon Wyndham Percy, Llandovery, Carmarthen. Jan 46, 
Finch and Co, Gray’s inn eq k 

Payne, John Robert, Bloombank, Kent. Jan 19. Garrett, Doughty 
st, Mecklenburgh sq : 

Prime, Alfred, Commercial st, Whitechapel, Provision Merchant, 
Jan 10. Baddeley and Sons, Leman st 

Quirk, Rev James Richard, Ham, Surrey. Jan 5. TEvans and Co, 
Gray’s inn sq - 

Reeves, Henry, Woburn rq, Esq, J.P. Feb 8. Jarvis, Chancery lang 

Reiley, Barnard, Liverpool, Cart Owner. Jan 15. Quinn, Liverpoo} 

Richards, John, Liverpool, Chemist. Jan5. Haryey and Co, Liver. 


pool 
Rowley, Rev Thomas, D.D., Willey, Salop. Jan 2. Potts, Broseley 
Shepard, Sarah, Woodford Wells, Essex. Jan 13. Houghtons ang 
Byfield, Gracechurch st 


Tooley st, Southwark 
Spiers, Richard James, Hun‘ercombe, Oxford, Gent. Dec3l. Spiers 
Bernard st, Russell sq 
Stockdale, George, Darlington, Bookseller, Jan 1. Dunn and 
Watson, Darlington 
Sweet, Caroline, Worthing, Sussox. Jan 10. Baddeley and Sons, 


man st 

Symonds, Letitia, Hanley Castle, , Worcester. Jan 1. Coventry, 
Upton-on-Severn 

Syson, Timothy, Liverpool, Furniture Dealer. Feb 1. Parkinson, 

verpoo 

Whittie, alfred, Liverpool, Physician. Feb 1. Parkinson, Liverpool 

Wileon, John, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Publican. Jan 21, 
Alcock, Sunderland : 

Youngman, Philip Henry, Maldon, Essex, Gent. Feb 1. Crick and 
Freeman, Maldon 

Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Dec. 7, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
fo Surrender in London. 

Dance, Robert, Natal, South Africa, Woollen Merchant. Pet Dee 3, 
Brougham. Dec 18 atl J 

Freeman, Henry, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Butcher. Pet Dec¢, 
Hazlitt. Dec 19 at 12 F 

Griffiths, Stephon Thoms, and Cornelius Griffiths, King st, Cheapside, 
Merchants. Pet Dec3. Brougham. Dec 18 at 2 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Brunning, Arthur James, and Charles Abraham Brunning, Great 
Yarmouth, Nurserymen. Pet Dee4. Worlledge. Great Yarmouth, 
Dec 18 at 11 

Clark, Joseph, Holbeck, Leeds, Grocer. Pet Dec 5, Marshall. Leeds, 
Jan 9 at LL 

Gudgeon, William, Baildon, York, Cabinet Muker. Pet Dac 5. 
Marshal!. Leeds, Jan 9at 11 

Hulme, Edward, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler, Pst Dec4. Belle 
ringer. Liverpool, Dec 19 at 11.30 g 

Latham, Frederick Day, Dunstable, out of business, Pet Dec 4. Cooke, 
Luton, Dee 18 at 11 

Lowery, William, Aylestone Park, Leicester, out of business, Pet Dec 
4. Ingram. Leicester, Dec 2° at 12 

Russell, William, Southport, Builder, Pet Dec 3, Bell:inger. Liver 
pool, Dec 20 at 12 

Worrall, Thomas, and Ralph Worrall, Congleton, Cheshire, Silk 

Throwsters. Pet Dec 6. Muir. Macclesfield, Dec 19 at 3 

Tourspay, Dec. 11, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

McDaid, James, Blue Anchor rd, Bermondsey, Manufacturer. Pet Oct 

. Brougham. Jan 15 at 1l 

Stride, Sarah Elizabeth, Hart st, Bloomsbury. Pet Dec17. Keene. 


Jan 11 at ll 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Cope, Francis Haden, jun, and John Smith, Manches ter, Yarn Agents. 
et Dec 6, Lister. Manchester, Jan 3 at 9.30 
Frost, Robert George, Blackburn, Weighing Machine Agent. Pet Dec 
7. Bolton. Blackburn, Dec 27 at 11 
Holt, Benjamin, Fleetwood, L bire, Cotton Waste Dealer. Pet 
Dee 7. Hulton. Preston, Dec 28 at 10.30 
Lacey, William Henry, Tow Law, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 6. 

Marshall. Durham, Dec 28 at 10.30 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fray, Dec. 4, 1877. 
Philp, Thomas, Aldermanbury. Dec 3 
Tuxspay, Dee. 11, 1877. 
Lees, Thomas, and. Edward Thirald Lees, King Cross, Halifax, Tar- 
paulin Manufacturer. Dec 5 
Liquidations by Arrangement, 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 

“ Frivay, Dec, 7, 1877. 
Adie, Charles, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Auctioneer. Dec 17 at the 
Calverley Assembly Rooms, Calverley rd, Tunbridge Wells, in liew 
of the place originally named 
Adlington, William Benjamin, Weymou‘h st, Portland place, Chemist. 
Dec 24 at 2 at offices of Loxley and Morley, Cheapside 
Allen, Abram, Walton, Suffolk, Malster. Dec 18 at 2 at offices of 
Block, Westgate et, Ipswich 
Allen, Jane Maria, Barton-le-Clay, Bedford, Baker. Dec 19 at 10 at 
the White Hart Ton, Ampthill, Bedford. ‘Neve, Luton 
Allison, Joseph, Harrogate, York, Dealer in Ficur. Dec 19 bee 








Leigh, Elizabeth, Streatfield st, Burdett rd. r 
Wen ; hema ’ Feb 1. Lewis and 


the Temperance Hotel, Linth rd, Middiesboro 
and 7. Miudedoregh - 


Silva, Emanuel, Richmond, Surrey, Gent. Jan23. Arkcoll and Co, 



















: ie, Samuel Markham, Ci 
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Mark, Bishop Auckland, Fishmonger. Dec 21 at 3 at office® 
and Co, North Bondgate, Bishop Auckland. Hutchinson’ 


Auckland 
rd, St Luke’s, Boot Maker. Dec 17 at 
"9 at offices of Foster, Birchin lane 
on, George, and Alfred Yates, Birstal, Stone Masons, Dec 19 at 
at offices of Marn, High st, Birstal. Charles 
Attwood, Isaac, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Fruit Merchant. Dac 15 at 11 
atoffices of Harle, Akenside hill, Newcastle-upor-Tyne 
fadham, Henry, Westbromwich, Stafford, Carpenter. Dec 21 at 11 at 
at offices of Hughes, Lodge terrace, High st, Westbromwich 
paldwin, John, Salford, Lancashire, Printer. Dec 21 at 3 at offices of 
warriott and Woodall, Norfolk st, Manchester 
parton, Joseph, Manchester, Cabinet Maker. Dec 20 at 3 at offices of 
Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
Charles Thomas, Manchester, Bu'‘lding Material Dealer. Dec 
97 at 3 at offices of Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 
George, Leabrooks, Derby, Eagine Smith. Dec 22 at 11 at offices 
of Jackson, Market place, Derby 
on, Shem, Tynewydd, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dec 20 at 12 at the 
nn Hotel, Pontypridd. Thomas, Pontypridd 
pickford, Thomas, Hastings, Carman. Dec 19 at 12 at offices of Jones, 
Harold place, Hastings 
Boosey, Thomas, Hart st, Bloomsbury, Auctioneer. Dec 17 at 10 at 
offices of Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedford row 
Braham, Lewis, Southampton row, Holborn, Optician. Dec 15 at 4 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st 
Brinkley, George, Woodbridge, Suffo'k, Innkeeper. Dec 20 at 1 at 
offices of Brooke, Church st, Wootbridge 
Britten, Thomas, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Draper. Dec 21 at 2 at offices 
ofBlease. Castle st, Liverpool. Barrell and Rodway, Liverpool 
Bronker,"John William, Cardiff, Brewer. Dzc 19 at 12 at the King’s 
Head Hotel, Newport, Mon. Salmon and Henderson, Bristol 
Chapman, Thomas, Sunderland, Chemist. Dec 21 at 11 at offices of 
Badington, Bridge st, Sunderland. Blakey, Sunderland 
Olarke, Samuel Jackson, Heaton Moor, Lancashire, Fish Salesman. 
Dec 20 at 3 at the Dolphin Hotel, Shudehill Market, Manchester 
Qemmans, James, Charles James Marvin, and Henry Chorley, Fins- 
bary sq, Auctioneers. Dec 20 at 11 at 145, Cheapside. Roscoe and 
Co, King st, Finsbury rq 
Qench, Frederick Charles, Rossington terrace, Hammersmith, Ale 
Merchant. Dec 19 at 3 at the Law Institution, Chancery lane. 
Tatton, High st, Kensington 
Collins, Robert, Wadsley bridge, York, Grocer. Dec 18 at 10 at offices 
of Machen, Bank st, Sheffield 
(ox, Edward, Cannock, Stafford, Baker. Dec 19 at 11 at offices of 
Glover, Park st, Walsall 
Croft, Alired William, Paul st, Finsbury, Manufacturer. Dec 17 at 2 
at 145, Cheapside, Sturt, Southwark st, Borough 
Crowther, Frank, Greetland, York, Blacksmith. Dec 18 at 8 at offices 
of Boocock, Silver st, Halifax 
Dawes, Philip Samuel, Covent Garden Market, Fruit Salesman. Dec 
$7at 3 at offices of Lewis and Co, Old Jewry 
, Thomas, Birmingham, Poulterer. Dec 22 at 11 at offices of 
lor, Colmore row, Birmingham 
De Winter, Eliazer, Sun st, Finsbury, Provision Merchant. Dec 17 at 
2at offices of Payne, Finsbury pavement 
Dillon, Robert, Bath, Butcher. Dec 20 at 12 at 13, Queen st. Stone 


and 

Dowling, Jobn, and Henry Dowling, Brighton, Brewers. Dec 19 at 8 
at othces of Goodman, North st, Brighton 

Demmer, James, Northam, Southampton, Yacht Builder. Dee 20 at 2 
at offices of Newman, Upper East st, Southampton 

Don, Johv, Queen’s terrace, Camien Tuwn, Coal Agent. Dec 21 at )2 
at offices of Allingham, Old Broad st 

Dunn, Bryan, Coventry, out of business, Des 18 at 12 at offices of 
Dewes and Co, Hay lane, Coventry 

Durham, William, nar York, Tailor, Dec 29 at 2 at the Old 
Swan Inn, Selby. Wright, Selby 

Elcox, Joshua, Birmingham, Provision Dealer, Dec 21 at 11 at offices 
of Foster, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

William, Oskham, Rutland. Wheelwright. Dec 21 at 11 at offices 
of Law, St Mary’s place, Stamford 
, Charles, Commercial et, Shoreditch, Licensed Victualler. 

Dec 24 at 12 at the Guildhall Coffee Hou-e, Gresham st. Reed and 
Lovell, Guildhall chambers 

Evans, David, Llaine, Carmarthen, Currier. Dec 20 at 10,15 at offices 








Of Morris, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Evans, Mary, Abergavenny, Shoe Factor. Dec 19 at 3 at offices of 
ee Freguare st, Abergavenny 

Faireloth, George Ellis, Rhodesweli rd, Stepney, Corn Dealer, Dee 18 


at 12 at offices of Anning, Cheapside 
Farrant, Ann, Sidmouth, Levon, Undertaker, Dec 21 at 2 at the Castle 
Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Jeff ry, Ottery St Mary 
, John, Whitefield, Lanceshire, Cotton Manufacturer, Dec 
21 at 2 at offices of Addier haw and Warburton, Bank st, Manchester 
» Henry, Heath Town, Steffurd, Beernouse Keeper. Dec £0 
at 10.30 at offices of She'don, High st, Wednesbury 
, James, Coburg rd, Old Kent rd, Builder, Dc 21 at 3 at offices 
oye and Pilgrim, Chancery lane 
Poskett, ae, Sets, Dette, Saddler. Dec 15 at 3 at offices of 
n st, or 
Gibton, William, Walsden, Lanc« shire, Cotton Warp Siz-r. Dec 22 at 
Hat she Thorn Hotel, Burnley. Hartley, Burnley 
Gledhill, Evijah George, Searborough, Shoe Dealer. Dec 17 at 3 atthe 
Abbot’s Hotel, York. Watts, Scarboreugh 
Gold, Levy, Middiesex st, Whi:echapel, Grocer. Dec 22 at 11 at offices 
of Pittmin, Stamford st, Blackfriars 
» Edward, Castle Hedingham, Essex, orn Merchant. Dec 21 
impon, Eévend, Peedecir Eleesnton, and Wil 
nm, Edward, ick , an iam Uempton, Cold 
Harbour lane, Brixton, Grocers. Dec 24 at 12 at 4, Arthur st east, 
London brid Carter and Bell, Kas’ 


ge. teh 
Harrison, John William, Hyde, Cheshire, Comietioner. Dec 19 at 11 
eee ee it Vicia tle ienintiem Besatet 
jomas, jun “stho: pe, Le er, rm a 
8 at offices of Owsion, Friar lane, ‘Leicester 


F 


Hartley, Joseph, Whitwood, York, Clog Maker. Dec 19 at 2 at offices 
ae —— st, bag erty 
ermann, A'oys, Broad st, Golden sq, Tailor. Dec 17 at 3 at 37, Bed- 
ford row. Marshall ‘ : 

Hine, Ashton, Bury. Lancishira, Hat Manufacturer. Dec 20 at 3 at 
the Albion Hotei, Haymarket st, Bury. Anderton, Bury 

Houghton, Thomas, Bedford, Lancashire, Draper. Dac 17 at 3 at offices 
of Whittingham, Church st, Leigh 

House, James, Durston, Somerset, Farmer. Dec 21 at 12 at offices of 
Reed and Cook, King sq, Bridgwater ; 

Humphreys, Thomas, Covent’y, Broker, Dec 22 at 11 at ottizes of 
Goate, Priory row, Coventry 

Hutchinson, Joseph, Middlesborough, Temperance Hotel Keeper. Dec 
18 at 11 at offices of Hope and Co, Exckangs place, Middiesborough 

Innes, James, Stockbridge, Newcastle-apon-Tyne, Provision Dealer. 

19 at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcasle-upoa-Tyne 

James, Abraham Henry, Newport, Mon, Sculptor. Dec 19 at 12 at 
offices of Gibbs, Tredegar place, Newport 

James, Philip Herbert, Liverp.0l, Tea Merchant. Jan 2 dt 11 at offices 
of Etty, Lord st, Liverpool : 

Jones, Frederick, New North rd, Tailor, Dec 17 at 2 at offices of Gird- 
wood, Veru'am buildings, Gray’s inn 

Jones, Henry, Haddenham, Cambridge, Baker. [ec 22 at 12 at the 
Bell Hotel, Ely. Addison, Fore hil', Ely 

Jones, William, Blakenhall, Stafford, Tailor. Dec 21 at 12 at offices of 
Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 

Kenworthy, Benjamio, Barasley, Wheelwright. Dec 28 at 2 at the 
Queen’s Hote!, Barnsley 

Lake, Simon Heay, Ilfracombe, Shopkeeper, Dec 21 at 11 at offices of 
Thorne, Castle st, Barnst.ple 

Lake, Thomas, Stoke-upon-T'rent, Grocer. Dec 20 at 11 at 16, Caroline 
st, Longton 

Laslett, Andrew Jackson, Nottingham, Warehouseman. Des 21 atll 
at 14, Low pavement, Nottingham. Black 

Leake, Thomas, Preston, Upholsterer. Dec 18 at 2 at the Shelley’s 
Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Cunliffs and Watson, Preston 

Leech, Henry John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hosier. Dec 19 at3 at 
offices of Turner, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Lees, Thomas, Birmingham, Steel Yard Manufacturer. Dzc 17 at 3 at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, Birmingham, Johnson and Co, 
Birmingham 

Lett, Barnabas, Birmingham, Timber |Merchant. Dec 19 at 3 at offices 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Locke, John, Bristol, Draper. Dec 20 at 2 at offices of Bzckingham, 
Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Lockwood, Richard Drury, Brumby, Lincoln, Jo‘ner. Dec 19 at 12 at 
offices of Stephenson and Moun’ain, Bethlehem st, Great Grimsby 

Loucn, Frederick Charles, Manchester, Estate Agent. Dec 20 at 11 at 
8, Market place, Manchester. Walker, Manchester} 

Loughman, Connell Berthon, Callington, Cornwall, Surgeon. Dec 21 
at 12 at offices of Square, George st, Plymouth 

Luca, James, Horncastle, Lincoln, Grocer. Dec 20 at 12 at offices of 
Dara nce, Mint lane, Lincoln 

Lupton, Frederick Charlies, Teddington, Clerk in Her Majesty’s 
G.P.0. Dec 19 at 3 at offe:s of Copp, Essex st, Strand. Mann, 
jun, Kingston-on-Thames 

Makepeace, Richard, Oldham,,Joiner. Dec 31 at 3 at offices of Davies, 
Clegg st, Oldham 

Marsden, Mary, and Edward Lorimer Marsden, Liveroool, Brass 
founders. Dec 2v at 12 at offices of Norris and Sons, Union court, 
Castle st, Liverpool 

Marshal, John, Cleveland, York, Grocer, Dec 17 at 3 at offices of 
Tweedy, High st, Siockton-on-Tees 

Mascord, Joseph, Banbury, Oxford, Ironmonger, Dac 21 at 3 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Banbury. Pain and Hawtin, Banbury 

Masoo, Edward, and Thomas Mason, Bulk, Lancashire, Silkspinnere. 
Dec 21 at 2.30 at the Albion Hotel, Market st, Manchester. Maxted 
and Gibson, Lanca3hire 

McCombie, George Jobn, Oat lane, Noble st, Warehouseman. Dec 17 
at 11 at tbe Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Philp, Budge row 

McConnon, Patrick, Consett, Dirham, Clothier. Dec 19 at 12 at offices 
of Brodie, Town Hall, Consett. Welford and Son, Consett 

McKay. Al xander, Bradford, Dentist, Dec 21 at 11 at offices of Single- 
ton, New Booth st, Bradford ss 

Mills, James, St Anne’s-on-the-Sea, Lancashire, Plumber. Dec 28 at 
11 at offices of Buck and Dicksons, Tulketh st, Southport 

Millward, John, Manchester, Paper Dealer. Dec 28 at 3 at the Fa'staff 
Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Law, Manchester 

Mitchel!, Noah William, Three Colt lane, Bethnal green, Cork Cutter. 
Dec 20 at | at offices of Stacpoole, Pinner’s Hall, Old Broad st 

Morecomb*, Thomas, Okehampton, Devor, Grocer. Dec 20 at 12 at 
offices of Bridgman, Princess sq, Piymouth 

Morgan, Watkin, Pentre, Glamorgan, Tailor. Dec 20 at 12 at offices 
of Morgan, Market sq, Pontypridd 

Morrie, Jams Walwya, Liverpoo’, Ras‘aarat:ur. Dee 21 at 12 at offices 
of Carrathers, Clayton sq, Liverpool 

Morris, Samuel, Aberdare, Builder. Dec 20 at 1 at offices of Beddoe, 
Canon st, Aberdare 

Moxon, Fiancis Henry, Pentefract, Wine Merchant. Dec 21 at2 at 
ottices of Walker, East parade, Leeds 

Newton, Charies, Kingston-upon-Hull, Block Maker. Dec 19 at 11 at 
offices of Pettingell, Ccunty buildings, Kingston-upon-Hall 

Nicholson, Ral, h, Bedlington, Northumberland, Draper. Dec 21 at 
12 at offices of Davison, Newgate st, Morpeth 

Nott, George, Earl st, Edgware rd, Chcesemonger. Dec2l at 2at 
offices of Lovering and Co, Gresham st. Willicombe, Fenchurch st 

Nowell, Peter, Nappa, York, snd James Nowell, Barrowford, Lanca- 
shire, Cattle Deslers. Dec 21 at 2 at the Devonshire Hotel, Skipton 

Paterson, Peter, Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, Woolten Printer. Dec 20 
at 12 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Shaw, 
Dewsbury 

Pearce, Henry, Stratton St Ma: , Wilts, out of business. Deo 17 
at 8 at «ffices of Coleman and Co, North st, Swindon 

Phillip’, Charles, Dig!is, Worcester, Japanner. Sec 17 at 3 at offices 
of Lambert, Forega:e st, Worcester 

Pickering, William, Sunderland, Publican. Dez 17 at 3 at offices of 





Benthaa, Arcade chambers, Sunderland 
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Pickering, William, and Hiram Pickering, Bo'to>-le-Moors, Lanca- 
shire, Builders. Dec 20 at 2 at offices of Mawdsley, Wood st, 
Bo.ton-le-Moors 

Poole, Edward, Wolverhampton, Carpenter, Dec 20 at 3 a! offices of 
Dallow, Queen sq, Wolverhampton 

Poo'e, Jacob, Cardiff, Grocer, D-c 18 at 11 at offices of B'elloch, St 
Mary st, Cardiff 

Purvis, Joseph Matheron, Oxford st, Upholsterer, Dec 28 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham rt. Holder, King st, Cheapside 

Ranyard, Isaac, Kingston-upon-Hull, Upbolsterer. Dec 15 at 11 at 
the Queen's Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Laverack, Hull 

Rawlinson, Joseph, Wigan, Provision Dealer. Dec 22 at 11 at offices 
of Wi'son, King st. Wigan 

Rayment, Henry, Wandsworth rd, Surrey, Fishmonger. Dec 27 at 1 
at offices of Barnard, White Lion st, Norton Folgite 

Reeves, Ann. Gloucester grove eatt, South Kensington, Cow Keepar. 
Dee 22 at 11 at offices of Collis, Duke st, Manchester sq 

Rigby, Jame:, Bo'ton, Confectioner. Dec 19 at 3 at offices of Ratter, 
Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Reberts, Isaac, Great Crosby, Lancashire, Builder. Des 20 at 2 at 
offices of Radcliffe and Laytor, Hackin’s Hey, Liverpool 

Robingon, Edward, Bramley, nr Leeds, Furniture Brozer. Dec 2) at 
3 at offices of Hardwick, Infirmary st, Leeds 

Rogers, Jchn Alired, Oxford st, Bui'ders’ Ironmonger. Dec 19 at 2 at 
the Great Western Hotel, Birmingham. Ryla:d und Co, Bir- 
mingham 

Rosser, Jchn, Wenvoe, Glamorgar, Farmer. Dzc 20 at 11 at offic:sof 
Morgen and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Rothery, Joh, Cleator Moor, Cumberland, Carter. Dec 21 at 11 at 
offices of Webster, Queen st, Whitehaven 

Savory, Albert, Bitlingford, Norfolk, Wo! Merchant. Dec 20 at 12 
at offices of Emerson, Rampant Hors; +t, Norwich 

Seddon, Ellen, St Helen’s, Lancashire, out of business. Dec 24 at 3 at 
offices of Collins and Co, Uuioa court, Castle st, Liverpool. Ansde‘li 
and § n, St Helen’s 

Scragg, John, Talk-o"-th’-Hill, Staffrrd. De 17 a: 11! at offices of 
Tomkinson and Furnival, Hanover st, Burslem 

Shaddick, George, and James Henry Burgess, Swansea, Ship 
Brokeis. Dec 19 at 2.30 at the debtors’ offices, Cambrian place, 
Swansea. Field 

Shaw, Thomas, Warley Wigorn, Worcester, Miner. D:c 21 at |] at 
offices of Shakespesre, Caurch st. Oldbury 

Shea, Michsel, Blackpool, Larcishire,Game Dealer. Des 21 at 11 at 
offices of Banks, Lune st, Preston 

Sburtleworth, Join, King+tor-upon-Hull, Shipbnilder. Dec 19 at3 at 
cffces of Carlill acd Burkinshaw, Parliament st, Kingston-u, on-Hul', 
Lowe and Co 

S meock, Zacchceeus, Rarrow-ie-Fursess, China Dea'er. Dec 17 at 11 
at the Siip Hotel, Strand, Barrcw-in-Furnets. Brad-baw, Strand, 
Barrow-in-Farn°ss 

Slater, 1h mas, George yard. Whitechapel, Farsier Dee 27 at 3 at 
offices of Sydney, mhall st 

Smits, George Cuthbert, Middlesborongh, Provision Dealer. Dee 22 
at 2 at offices of Sill, Zet'and rd, Middlesborough 

Smith, Jchn, Graving Dock, Mil'wall, Engineer, Dec 21 at 3 at offices 
of ae! and Lutley, Old Jewry chamhers 

Smyth, Arthur Vereker, East Stonehouse, D-von, Surzeon in the Royal 
Marine Light Infantry. Dec 18 at 12 at offic s of Rodda, Courtuay 
st, Fl mouth 

Sowden, Charles, Bris‘ol, Licensed Vi:taaller. Dc 152% 11 at offices 
of Meeres, Nicholas s, Bristol 

Sta-sby, Edward Henry, Salford, Lancashire, Paper Manufacturer. 
Dec 28 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedial gates, Manchester. Ritson 
ard Grondy, Manche-ter 

Stewart, George, §t P'au', Norwich. Baker. Dec 20 at li at offices of 
Winter and Francis, 8t G:les st, Norwich 

S:ewart, Mary, Stockton-on-Tees. Dec 20 at 3 at offic.s of Hunton and 
Bolsover, S:ockton-on-Tres 

Stoddart, W'l iam, Suaderlaad, Bo: Dealer. Dec 17 xt 11 at offices of 
Edington, Br dge st, Sanderlan'. Blakey, Sunderiand 

Stokes, Robert George, and Pbarvuur Chaderton Brewst2r, Que n st, 

Crespside, We-t Ind a Merch-ns. Dee 19 at il at the Cannon s 
B sel, Cannon st. Philp, Budge row, Cannon st 

Stowell, Squire, Bradfurd, York, China Dea'er. Dec 21 at 11 at offices 

of Lawson and Greaves, K rigate, Bradford 

Swaine, Joseph, Liverpool, Yardman. Dec 20 at 1 a: offices of Qielch, 

Dale st, Liverpool 

Taylor, Henry Arthur, Leicester, Booxkerp2r. Dee 21 at 3 at offices 

of Wright, Beivoir st, Leivest-r 

Thomas, Robert, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Dec 28 at 2 at otices of 

Morris aud Jones, Harr ngton at, Liverpool 

Todé, John, Southshore, Lancaster, Lices Manufactarer. Dec 20 at 3 

et offices of Dodd, Lure st, Preston 

Vincent, George Hervert, Stratford, Fesex, Tailor, Dec 20 a+ 3 at 

offces of Anderson and Sons, Ironmonger jane 
Waker, Joho, Altrincham, Chester, Po rier, Dee 17 at 3 at ofices of 
Harris, Bine Boar coa:t, Manc’e ter 

Ward, John, Oldnam, Mik Dealer. Dee 19 et 3 at offices cf Whitaker, 
& Peter st, Vid 

Ward, Samue’, N.ttingham, Machisis:. D-e 27 at 12 at officss of 
Parsons, Eldon chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Warsop, Ge r_e, Netiingham, Glaw Merchant. Dc 2 at 12 at the 
Assembly Looms, Low pavement. Freer, Nott nzhan 

Watson, George, Hawaby, York, Lonkeeger. Dec 21 at 1 at the Court 
house, Veimsley. Pearson, Heimsicy 

Wiggirs, Frederkk Alphington, Vilia rJ, Brixton, Surveyor. At 
ofSces of Miler, York chambers, Adelphi, Strand 

Wiles, Tuomas, Cottingnam, York, Farmer. Dee 20 at 11 ct offices of 
Hal’, Bishop lane, Hull 

Windover, William tispont, and Herbert Dougherty, Vleet, Hants, 
Grocers. Dee 19 at 1 at the Ions of Court Hotel, Hiluxrn. Deane 
asd Hands, Loughborough 

Wad, James, Congleton, Ches‘er, Silk Marutacturer, Dee 22 at 11 at 
the Railway Hotel, Congletos. Cooper, Cong'eton 

Weots, John, Cardiff, Plamber. Dee 21 at 2 at offices of Tribe and Co, 

wenn A tha Brisvol. peed Cordiff P 

t, George, Middiesborough, Grocer. Dec 20 at 3 at offices of 

Tweedy, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 








Wright, Samuel, Manchester, Restaurant Keeper. Dec 27 at 3 at 
po of Nicholson and Milne, King st, Manchester. Leigh, Man. 


Tvusspay, Dec 11, 1877, 
Andrews, Louis, Southampton, Bu lder. Dec 24 at 3 at offices 
High st, Southampton of Watts, 
Bailey, Thomas, Oldbury, Worcester, Baker. Dac}24 at 11 at Offices of 
Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Banham, William, Norwich, out of business. D:c 20 at 11 at the Queen, 
Opie st, Castle Meadow, Norwich 
Bedford, Charles, Whitmo-e Bridga rd, Hoxton, Cheesemonger, sg 
28 at 3 at offices of Lewis, Wilmington sq, Clerkenwell 
Bennet, Matthew, Bristol, Carpenter. Dec 21 at 3 at offices of Brown, 
Foster’s chambers, Small s°, Bristol 
Birket, John Richard, Preston, Provis‘on Deal-r. Dec 28 atl at 
offices of Buck and Dickson, Winckley st, Preston 
Biandford, Janes, jun. Tisbury, Wilts, out of business, Dec 22 at 19 
at 28, Endless st, Salistury. Hill 
Boden, William John, Water'oo rd, Lambeth, Cuach Tronmonger, 
Dee = 11 at offices of Berton ani Pearman, Kennington rd, 
Lambet 
Boasfiel’, William, Beer lane, Great Tower st, Wine Merchant. Deg 
28 at 2 at offices of Slater and Aspinal’, Guildhall cham4ers, Busing. 
halls’. Downing, Basinghall st . 
Brewis. Robert, Blyth, Northu nberland, Porter Merchant. Dec 4 
at 11 at offices of Keenlyside und Forster, St John’s ¢ 
Grainger +t west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Bristow, John, Kidderminster, Engineer. Dec 20 at 3 at the Reindeer 
Inn, Mill st, Kidderminster 
Brook, David, Huddersfield, Merchant. Deo 28 at #1 at offices of Leg. 
royd and Co, Buxton rj, Huddersfield 
Brookes, Jane Lusbury, Glenmore, Bournemouth, Lodging Honsg 
Keeper. Dec 28 at2 at offices of Draitt, jan, Town Hall chambers, 
Bournemouth 
Brown, Frederick John, Graythorn, Manchester, Wire Worker. Deg 
22 at 10.30 at otices of Horner and Son, Cl st, Maneh 
Buckingham, Charles Forbes, North Audiey st, Grosvenor sq, Builder, 
De: 24 at 4 at 27, North Audley st 
Carter, John William, Lambourne, Essex, out of business. Des 21 at 
10.30 at offices of Palme~, Broadway, Stratford 
Coates, Robert Christopher, Aylesbury, out of busines’. Dec 29 at? 
at Reader and Son’s Auction Rooms, Temple st, Aylesbury. Resder, 
Gray's inn ¢q 
Collie, William, Tunstal!, Staff.rd, Grocer. Daze 21 at 3 at offices of 
Ho!linshead, Tuns:all 
Coward, George, Burrow-in-Furness, Groc2r. Dec 28 at 2 at the Im. 
pe:ial Ho:el, Barrow-in-Furness. Nalder and Saniers, Bar.ow-in- 
Furness 
Cr ck, Herdert John, St Alban’s, Clo‘hier. Doc 28 at 2 at offices of 
Swaine, Cheapside 
C.itch'ey, Thomas, Prescot, Lancashire, G:ocer. Dc 27 at 3 at offices 
of Swit, Chapel te-race, St Helen’s 
Conningham, Samuel, Little Guildford st, Russell sq, loa Glass 
Frame Manufacturer. Dc 27 at 11 at offices of Salaman, King ¢t, 
Cheapside 
Daniel, James Harrison, Carmarthen, Auctionecr. Jan 4at 31 at offices 
of Johnson and S:ead, Hall et, Lianelly 
Davies, Benjamin Thomas, Aberfan Troedyrhiw, Merthyr Tydfil, 
core Dec 22 at 1 at offices of Beddoe, Victoria st, Merthyr 
yafil 
Dickinson, Wiliam Mark, York, Plumber, D:c 28 at 12 at offices of 
Wilkinzen, St Helen's sq, Yor« 
Dobve'l, Arthur, Cranbrook, Ken*, Farmer, Dec 23 at 12 at the Ball 
Hote’, Cranbrook. Phillips and Cheesman 
Duffield, Silay, Darlastoa, Latch Manufacturer. Dec 22 at 11 at offices 
of Slater and Marshall, Batcroft, Darlaston 
Edmondson, Christopher, Culne, Lancashire, Grecnzrocer. Jan lat 
11 at offices of Backhouse, O-merod #t, Barale 
Edwaids, Graham William Betham, Brotfield, Suflolk, Farmer. Dee 
28 at 3 at 9, Arcade st, Ipswich. Steward and Rouse 
Ellerker, William, Hunslet Carr, Leeds, out of business. Dor 29 atl 
at offices of Hanson, Corn Exchange, Leeds. Bil ington, Leads 
Elliott, John, Chipping Wycombe, Buckingham, Baker, Dzc 22 atll 
at 90, Easton st, Hich Wycombe, Ciarke, High Wycomba 
Ellis, Jonathan, Sheffield, Licensed Vic:ualer. Dec 22 at 11 at ofces 
of Hawkin, Change alley, Sheffieli 
Fellows, Willism, Norland 1d, Nuttisg hil, Tailor, Dec 18 at 3 atoffices 
ef Swaine, Cheapside 
Fisher, Rob-rt, Kenial, Westmorelan1, Hotel Keeper. De: 27 at lat 
o‘fices cf Moser ard Suns, Strickiandgate, Kendal 
Franklin, Harriett, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Die smaker. Dec 19 at 
12 at Northfield House, Northficld place, Cheltenham. Potter, 
Cheltenham 
Frozier, John, St Ives, Cornwall, Mister Mariner. Dec 22 at 10 at the 
ted Lion Hotel, Truro, Sqaare, Piymonth 
Frost, Will‘am, Union court, Uld B: oad st, Builder, Jan 2 at 1 at office 
of Storey on) Cowland, Kings rd, Bed for! row 
Gunter, Philio Downing, Borongh, Southwar«, Licensed Victuslle. 
Dec 20 at 12 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln's in1 flalds, Nore 
man, King s*, 3t James’s 
Guseotte, Thomas, Bishopsgate st within, Solicitor. Dee 27 at hat 
121, Bishop-gata st withia, Hoover, St Paul's Chu chyard 
Ha'l, George, Potovens, nr Wakef'o'd, out of bustess, Dev 22 at Mab 
tie Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefi-lt. Ldse, Wakefield 
Hall, Joseph, High Washington, Daham, Merchast Ta ‘lor: “Dee 4 
at 12 at offices of Stanford, Colin gwood at, Newcastls-apoa-Tyne 
Ha 1, Joseph, and Henry William Hall, Gloucester, Millers. Dee 21 
at 2 at Bell Hotel, Gloucester, Taynton and son, Gloucester 
Hammond, William, sen, Norwich, Leather Ssilor, D.o 27 at 12 at 
the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon at. Kent, Norwich 
Harding, Jown, Abertillery, Mon, Grover. Dye 28 at 1 at offices of 
Sim:ns and Plows, Church st, Merthyr Ty 4a 
Hardy, Dymock Guorgo. Marske-by-tho-Sea, York, Printer. Dee 24st 
2 at the Temperance Hotel, Lintuorps rd, Middlosborough. Baia- 
bridge and Middiesbor 








ge Barney 
Harris, Alfred Tanner, Walbrook, Olork, Dec 21 at 18.30 at offices of 
Emanuel and Round, Wa'brook = 
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a 
, Walter William, and George Birrell, Market place, Finchley, 
cea oe Dec 21.8% 2 at> offices of Girdwood, Verulam buildings, 
"s inn 
a, George Matthias, Sutton, Surrey, out of business. Dec 20 at 
“72 at offices of Morrison, Cannon st 
Hughes, Richard Joseph, Hunslet, Leeds, Corn Dealer. Dec 21 at 2 
‘at offices of Markland and Davy, Albion st, Leeds 
Horst, John, sen, Rampton, Nottingham, Market Gardener. Dose 21 at 
1] at offices of Marsha’ 


land Co, East Retford 

Jackson, William, Kinniside, Cumberland, Farmer. Dec 27 at2at 
offices of Mason, Duke st, Whitehaven 

Kelson, Thomas Mortimer, West Ham, Sussex, Gent. Jan 2 at 3 at 
the per of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields. Somerville, Lincoln’s 
ion fie) 

Knipe, John, sen, and John Knipe, jun, Pontypool, Grocers. Deo 31 
at 10 at offices of Tribe and Co, High st, Newport, Watkins, Ponty- 


1 
Legtedn, John Frederick, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, General Merchant. 
Dec 21 at 2 atolfices of Joel, Newga'e st, Newcastle-up»n-Tyne 
liyn, Charles, Newport, Mon, Kope Manofacturer. Dec 29 at 1 
at offices of Williams and Co, Doc st, Ppt ry 
Ellen, Blackpool, Draper. Dec 28 a+ 12 at the Shelley Arms 
Hotel, Fishergate, Preeton. Morgan, blackpool 
es, Thomas, Beaminster, Dorset, Ysoman. Dec 2! at 11 at the 
King’s Arms Hotel, Dorchester. Logein ard Nantes, Bridport 
Wallin, Samuel, Southport, Who'esale Ironmonger. Dec 26 at 2 at 
the Trevelyen Hotel, Corporation st, Manchester, Wood and 
Hesketh, Southpcrt 
Mapp. George, Crewe, Baker. Dc 13 at 10.30 at offices of Pointon, 
arket +t, Crewe 
Marsha'l, Joseph, and Thomas Marshal!, Gunnerton, Northumberland, 
Farmers. Dec 18 at | at «fiices of Wi'son, Featherstone chambers, 
Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Mason, George Thomas, King Henry’s walk, Bali’s Pond rd, Rag 
Merchant. Jan 2 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st: Hogan 
and H:i.ghes, Martin’s Jane 
Maw, Zachariah George, Epworth, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 22 at 2 at 
the Souh Yorkshire Hotel, Crowle Wharf, Lincoln. Peagam, Don- 
caster 
Mayfie'd, John Mark, Nuttinzham, Journeyman Engraver. Dec 27 at 
12 at offices of Lees, jun, Midd'e pavement, Nottingham 
Morgans, Thomas, Pontclown, Glamorgan, General Dealer. Dec 51 at 
11 at offices of Morgan and Scott, High st, Card 
Naish, William, Froxfield, Wilts, Grcecer. Dec 21 at2 at the Three 
Swans Hote', Hungeiford. Lucas, Newbury 
Newton, John, No'tirgham, Lace Mechanic. Dec 31 at 11 at oificss of 
Heath and Son, St Peter’s Caurch walk, Nottingham 
Oppenheim, Edward Jo’n, L ices'er, Leather Merchant. Dec 24 at 
12 at the Bridge Hous? Hotel, Lonion bridge. Weight, Leicester 
Msmord, John Gregcry, Bow, D-von, Farmer. Dec 21 at 11 at offices 
of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Searle, Crediton 
Oyston, James, Hill Top, Durham, Grocer. Dec 27 at Ll at offices of 
Tuompeon and Lisle, Saddler st, Durhan 
Palmer, John Alien, High st, Acton, Grocer. Dec 17 at 1 at cffices 
of Brown, Lincola’s inn fizids 
Parker, Edwin, Tiverton, Devon, Ironmonger. Dc 22 at 2 at offices 
of Loosemore, St. Peter’s st, Tiverton 
Parker, Lucy, Worcester, Milliner. Dec 26 at 11 at offies of Pitt, 
Avenue O: 08s, Wercester 
Parker, Wi:lam Wynants, Tewresbury, Gloucester, Plumber. Des 28 
at 1) at offices of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 
Parrish, Richard , Ladymoor, Stwfford, G ocer. Dez 22 at il at offices 
of Stra'ton ai d Rudiand, Queen st, Welverhampton 
Pedler, William, Cardiff, Leather Bag Dealer, Dec 28 at 11 at offices 
of Mann and Kennard, Swiss Hall chambers, Crockher btown, Cardiff. 
Cory, Cardiff 
Penniall, Arthur Thomas, and Arthur Penniall, Hatton Garden, 
Printers. Dec 21 at 2 at the Law Institution, Chancery lane, 
Greatorex, Chance y lane 
Phillips, William Rees, Whitland, Carmarthen, Draper. Dee 24 at 11 
at offices of Lascelles, Narberth 
er John, Brighton, Wagonnette Proprietor. Dec 22 at 12 at offices 
*_ of Goodman, North st, Brighton 
Poultney, Ireaneus Thomas, Odbury, Worcester, Confectioner. Dec 
22 at 11 at offices of Shakespeare, Chnrch st, Oldtury 
Protheroe, William Hugh, Walsal!, St»ffurd, Provi-ion Dealer. Dic 
21 at 11.20 at offices of Baker, tiridge st, Walael! 
Rhodes, Joseph, Mars, York, Wool Extractor, Dzc 21 at 2 at offices 
of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Richford, Walter, Broadstairs, Kent, Poulterer. Dac 23 at 4 at 23, 
Harbour st, Rimagate 
Rabinson, James, Leeds, O:b Proprictor, Dec 22 at 4 at the Wharton's 
Hotel, Park lane, Leeds. Watson, Leeds 
Robson, Joshua, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Butcher. Dec 18 at 3 at offices 
of Wilson, Featherstone chambers, Collingwood st, Newcast].-upon- 


ne 
Rolandi, Luigi, Baleall heath, Worces'‘er, Looking Glass F rame Maker. 
Dee 24 at 10.80 at offices of Walter, Ann st, Birmingham 
Rowler, Hoary, Wandsworth rd, Wandsworth, Hatter. Dec 24 at 10 
at offices of Fisher and Co, Leicester eq 
ty George, Chobham, Sacreg, Farmer, Dec 20 at 3 at offices of 
Jenkins, Tavistock st, Stran 
pron, John Piggot, Woolwich, Tobacco Manufacturer, Dec 21 at 
oa st Hote!, Cannon st, Farnfleld and Sampson, Queen 
oria » 
» David, Leyton, Essex, Builder, Dos 28 at 12 at 111, Cheapside, 
iid and Co, Tronmonger lane 
te, Thomas Fletcher, Rielmond park, Rotherham, Builder, Dee 92 
at and Co, Westgate, Rotherhan 
hd liam, Smethwiok, Stefford, Gasfitter. Deo 21 at 3 at offices 
of Shakeepeare, Church at, Oldbary 
‘Smithers, Frederick Oldershaw, Lime st, Merchant. Dec 21 at 8 at 
Offices of Webb, Austinfriars 
Spark, Sem en st, Notting hill, Corn Merchant, Deo 27 


uel, Bi 
at] at offices of Fie + Furnival’s inn 
Squire, Willian, Nottingham, Chemist, Dec 27 at 12 at offices of Belk, 
le pavement, Nottingham 








Stephenson, John, Kingston-upon-Hul!, Builder. Dec 27 at 1 at offices 

of beg” 6 Cog in’s chambers, Bowlalley !ane, Hull 

Stevens, Cais>, Kingsbrompton, somer-et, Saddler. Dec 42 at 10 at 

offices of Watkins, Aleombe, Dunster 

Symmons, George, Dartmouth, Devon, Saddler. Dec 22 at 10.30 at 
the Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Smith, Dartmouth 

a Leeds, Tailor. Dec 24 at 12 at offices ef Hardwick, 
In ry st 


, Leeds 
Taylor, Jonas, Bradford, York, Painter.. Dec 22 at 10 at offices of Peel 
and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Braiford 


Thomas, Henry, Penygorof, Brecknock, Farmer. Dec 27 at 11 at offices 
of Hartland and Co, Rutland st, Swansea 

Tuck, John Nicholson, Queen’s rd, Bayswater, Tailor. Dec 19 at 2 at 
offices of Oliver, Queen’s rd, Bayswater 

Turner, John, Redcar, York, Cabinet Maker. Dec 24 at 11 at offices ef 
Robson, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborouzh 

Walters, Simeon, Ashton-under-Lyze, Tailor. Dec 27 at 3 ai offices of 
Booth, Cooper st, Manchester 

Watsen, Benjamin, Southam ton, Draper. D-c 21 at 3 at the Guild- 
hall Coffee House, Gresham st. Shucte, Southampton 

Webber, George, Sister's places, Stoke Newington, Builder. Dec 22 at 
12 at offices of Webb, Austinfriars 

Wharf, James, K ingston-upor-Hull, Outfitter. Dec 21 at 11 at offices 
of Stead and Sibree, Bi-hop lane, Kingston-upon-4ull: 

Whelan, Richard, Darlington, Draper. Dec 21 at 11 at offices of Web- 
ster, Houndgate, Darlington 

Williams, David, Plasmarl, Swansea, Builder. Dec 20 at 1! at offices 
of Thomas, York place, Swansea 

Witliame, John, Lowestoft, Smack Owner. Dec 22 at 12 at the Suffolk 
Hotel, Lowestoft. Chamb riin, Lowestoft 

Wilson, William, New Wortley, York, Mason. Deo 2! at 3 at offices 
of Hardwick, Infirmary st, Leeds 

Wovdcock, Francis Thomp.on, Woodford, Gloucester, Colliery Pro- 
pri-tor. Dec 49 at iz at 30, Spring gardens, Charing Cross. 


merry 
Worma'd, Henry, Halifax, Milk Dealer, Dec 22 at 10 at offices o 
Rhodes, Hor'on st, Hal fax 
Wright, Alfred, Crewe, Cheshire, Coach Builder. Dec 20 at 11 at the 
Roya! Hoel, Crewe. Pointon, Crews 
Wyatt, John Heory Weekes. Swasea, Coal Merchant. Dee 21 at 2 
at officas of Tribe and Co, Albion chambers, Bris‘ol. Field, Swansea 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pare Soluble Cocoa of tha Fine:t Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. : 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa t, Luncheon, cr Supper, and invaluable fur 
Invalids aod Children.” 

Highiy commended by the entirs Medi-al Press. 

Being without sugar, tpice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoazs 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Mace instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast. Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

Cocoatina A La Vaniirr is ths most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer choc late is pre- 

‘hited. 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 33., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprie‘ors, 


H. SCHWEITZE& & CO., 10, Adam-stree?, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
567, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opprsite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s R: yal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless sysie:m of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamwrbiet Gratis and Poat-free. 














EDE AND SON 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOLNTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &e, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUREN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, BC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


STUART-BARKER & SON, 
SURVEYORS AND AUCTIONEERS, 
36, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C, 


ADVERTISING.—C. H. MAY & CO., 
GEV EPAL ADVERTISING OFFICES, 
78, Gracec .urch-street, London, B.C, Established 1846, 
ADVERTISF MENTS received for insertion in all newspapers, &e, 
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NIVERSITY OF LONDON. 


‘ne following are the date: at which the several EXAMINATIONS 
in the Unrversity oF Lompon for the year 1878 will commerce :—~ 
MartricuLation.—Monday, January 14, and Monday, June 24. 

or Anrs.—First B. A., Monday, July 15. 
Second ZA. Monday, October 28. 
Masrze or Ants.—Branch L., M Monday, Jane 3; Branch II., Monday, 
Juna 10; Branch III., Monday, June 17, 
Dooror or Lrrenarvne.—First D.Lit. 9 Mi a: Jane 3. 
Second D.Lit., 


: ys Saececies 8, 
ScrrprveaL Examinations.—Tuesday, k 
Bacweor or Screxce.—First B.Sc., Monday, July . 
Second B.! 8e., Monday, October 21. 
—— oF 5 “ae eg the first twenty-one days of June. 
H .— Fir! ’ 
ommonor Lawa sete B. } Monday, January 7. 

Docror or Laws.—Thursday, January 17. 
BacwELog or Mgpicixz.—Preliminary Scientific,  eeeete Jaly 15. 

Firet M.B,, Monday, July 29, 

Second M. ‘B., Mondav, November 4. 
BacueLon or Suacery.—Tuesday, November 26. 
Masten 1n Suncery.—Monday, November 26. 
Docror or Mepicine.—Monday, November 25. 
mUBJECTS RELATING TO Pusiic Heatta.— Monday, December 9. 
Examination FoR Women.—Monday, June 3. 








The Regulations relating to the above Examinations and Degrees 
may be obtained on application a “ ‘The Registrar of the University 
ef London, Burlington-gariens, W 
Deeember 8, 1877. WILLIAM B. CARPENTER. M.D., 
Registrar, 
EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000, 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F. 8. CLAYTON, } Joint 
GO, H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries 
hie sia AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Estab'ished in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Karrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with Lon‘on bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Derostrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon. 

—= issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

SaLEs AND Purcuases effected in British ani foreign securities, in 
pe India Stock and loans, and the safe castody of the same under- 
taken. 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 

Every other description of banking business and money — 
Britigh and Icdian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 





LONDON oareree (published by authority) and LONDON ao 
UNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. rts CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET, 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention ‘of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
cf his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continue¢ 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of *“‘ London Gazstte”’ kept, By appointment. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C, 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 

Daart Parer, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 78, 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per roam. 

Bater Parer, 15s. 6d., 178. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

FoouscaP Paver, 10s. ‘6d., 14s, 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

Cream-taip Nore, 3s., 4Ge, eats &. per ream. 

Larner Caxzam-Laip Nore, 4s. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s, per ream, 

Lazer Buve Note, 36. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 68. 6d. per ream. 

Exvetores, Caeam om Buve, 38, 9a., 4s. 64., and 6s. a er 1000, 

Tur “ Tempte”’ Exverore, extra secure, 9, 64, per 1000, 

Footscar Orrictat Enveores, 1s. 9d. 

Partzipes & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Oxvs-Hovsr Nore, 9s. 6d. 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a yes of weathiges 
imitations. Parchasers are Lepage 4 requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘PARTRIDGE & 

COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

Ispextore Sains, Printed and Machme-ruled, 2s. 54. each, 28s. per 
doz., 1368, per roll. 

on Fottowens, Ruled, 2s. 14, each, 24s, per dozen, 116s, per 


Pc i each, 78, 64. per dozen, 


Ledgers, “eS Books, Cash Books, lat‘er or Minute Books. 
An immense stock in various bin dings. 








YATES & ALEXANDER, 
LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, AND 
GENERAL PRINTERS, 


CHANCERY BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.c , 





Every description of printing executed with the utmost speed 
and upon reasonable terms. 


A Liberal Discount for Cash. 





Temporary entrance to Y. & A's Works by 
Breams Buildings, Chancery Lane, during the 
building of the frontage. 





MUCH TIME AND WORRY. SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS IN' 
STONE’S PATENT BOXES AN D ‘CABINETS 
‘* Exceedingly useful.’’—* Standard,” 

Sold by Stationers rn cre Illustrated Catalogues from 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER & pie ANBURY. 
All Sizes can be seen 
13, CRANBOURNE-STREET, LEIORSTER-SQUARE, LONDEN: 





LAW WRITING.—No charge made for Paper 
srt gi one, HE IS (Soo 


LAW PRINTING.—Statements printed at the 
fixed scale. Writs, &c., printed with Solicitor’s name, 7s. 6d, per 
—™ Par‘iculars and Conditions of Sale, &c., printed with expedi- 


LAW LITHOGRAPHY.—Drafts of Deeds, &, 


lithographed with expedition. Plans of Estates copied, reduced, 
or cael and Schiprepbel. i 


LAW STATIONERY.—Draft Paper from 6s. per 


ream, Foolscap Paper from 93. per ream. Brief Paper rom 
18s, per ream. Official Envelopes of every size. 


PARCHMENT .—Indentures ruled and red lined 


for 15, 20, and 30 fotios, 24s. duzen ; Followers, 22s, dozen. 


NOTE PAPER and ENVELOPES of every de 


scription. Die Sinking and Stamping. 


ACCOUNT BOOKS from 21s. per set. A large 


stock of Cepia bindings. 
Lt ba ey esa from 25s. Stands, 15s. 6d. 
Inkatands odkins, Runners, Tape, Ferret, &c., &c. 


HBDWARD TANN, 


Wholessle and Retail Law, General, Commercial, and Fancy Stationer, 
Lithographer, Printer, Engraver, and. Account Book aker, 


75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HOLBORN. 
Samples forwarded. Estimates given. 

EALTHY SKIN and GOOD COMPLEXION. 

EARS’S TRANSPARENT SOAP is the Best 


for thi 
/PomLeEr, NURSERY, and SHAVING. Recom- 
pose yt Ay the Journal of Cutaneous Medicine, 


RASMUS WILSON, F.R.S., used by 


'E‘HE ROYAL FAMILY, and Sold by Chemists, 
and Perfumers Everywhere. 


LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


FINEST MEAT-FLAVOURING STOOK FOR SOUP3, MADE 
DISHES, AND SAUCES, 


LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


CAUTION.—Genuine only with the fac-simile of Baron 
Liebig’s Signature in Blue Ink across Label, 


LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
EIGH YOUR CANDLES. — a 
ht w 











candle Panny abs welts All fn. tererae of 

im m are in _ exact 
the wrapper’ ‘Ley their Gold Pelmitin, burning t rig nye 
slowly Poy of the sone of ot the t Spermuceti. 


New Patent Night Lights made without the paper Bs. 
of your own dealer, 


FEFETELERTE 
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